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House of Representatives
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. RENZI). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 3, 2004. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable RICK RENZI 
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed bills of the 
following titles in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 1879. An act to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to revise and extend provisions 
relating to mammography quality standards.

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 128, Public Law 
108–132, the Chair, on behalf of the Ma-
jority Leader, appoints the following 
individual to the Commission on Re-
view of Overseas Military Facility 
Structure of the United States—

Major General Lewis E. Curtis III 
USAF (Retired).

f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member, 
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. KELLER) for 5 min-
utes. 

f 

SALUTE TO JOSE MELENDEZ-
PEREZ 

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to salute one of my constituents, 
a man whose diligence in his job as a 
border agent may well have saved the 
lives of each and every one of us here 
in Congress. 

Jose Melendez-Perez works at Or-
lando International Airport, the same 
airport that I fly in and out of every 
week, and in August of 2001, he stopped 
a man named al-Qahtani from entering 
the United States. As Mr. Melendez-
Perez just told the 9/11 panel, al-
Qahtani’s story about why he was com-
ing to America from Saudi Arabia just 
had too many holes in it. 

In spite of bone-chilling stares and 
intimidating finger pointing, Mr. 
Melendez-Perez refused to back down. 
The FBI and the CIA now believe that 
al-Qahtani was supposed to be the 20th 
hijacker during the attacks of 9/11. He 
should have been on that plane headed 
towards Washington that crashed in a 
Pennsylvania field. But thanks to Jose 
Melendez-Perez of Orlando, he was not. 

Every time he has been asked about 
his role in stopping the 20th hijacker, 
Mr. Melendez-Perez always says, ‘‘I was 
just doing my job.’’ Well, Mr. 
Melendez-Perez, I say to you, ‘‘Job well 
done.’’

f 

THE GREAT PRETENDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, when 
President Bush took office, he inher-
ited the longest peacetime expansion of 
the American economy in history. He 

inherited 4 consecutive years of budget 
surpluses, the first time that had hap-
pened in over 80 years. And he inher-
ited a projected 10-year budget surplus 
of $5.6 trillion. 

In March of 2001, President Bush 
boldly promised the American people, 
and I quote, ‘‘We can proceed with tax 
relief without fear of budget deficits, 
even if the economy softens. Projec-
tions for the surplus in my budget are 
cautious and conservative.’’ That is 
what the President said. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, it should now be 
clear to the American people that the 
originator of the term ‘‘fuzzy math’’ 
has become its foremost practitioner. 
Any doubt about that was erased yes-
terday with the submission of the 
President’s fiscal 2005 budget, a budget 
that threatens to plunge us into an 
economic abyss for years to come. 

The President’s failed economic poli-
cies, adopted by this House and Senate, 
are the equivalent of fiscal child abuse 
because they would force our children 
to pay our bills for decades to come 
and force our grandchildren to pay our 
bills for decades to come. His budget 
projects a record deficit this year. Fis-
cal conservatives hear me: $521 billion 
in deficits this year, $.5 trillion, this on 
the heels of last year’s deficits of $375 
billion. And next year the administra-
tion projects a deficit of $364 billion. 

But even that figure is not accurate, 
and the President ought to know it 
and, in my opinion, does know it. It 
fails to include the cost of additional 
military operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. The Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget revealed yes-
terday that the administration may 
ask for another $50 billion for our war 
efforts. It failed to provide a long-term 
solution for the working class time 
bomb, the alternative minimum tax, 
and it failed to include the cost of ini-
tiatives such as the administration’s 
ill-conceived Social Security privatiza-
tion plan. 
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The fact is the President has no plan 

to dig our Nation out of the fiscal mess 
that his policies and the policies of this 
Congress have created. He pretends 
that he will halve the deficit by 2009, 
but almost all the deficit reduction in 
his budget is attributable to growth in 
the Social Security Trust Fund. I ask 
my Republican colleagues: Where have 
you hidden the Social Security 
lockbox? 

Furthermore, the President pretends 
that reining in nondefense discre-
tionary spending will return the budget 
to balance. The No Child Left Behind 
Act is still underfunded by $9 billion 
plus. The President would slash fund-
ing for the environment and from con-
struction on our Nation’s highways. 
His budget even cuts funding for vet-
erans medical care and the Assistance 
to Firefighters Grant program. 

My good friend, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), has 
recognized the fallacy of trying to bal-
ance the budget by cutting discre-
tionary spending. Yesterday, Chairman 
YOUNG said, and I quote, ‘‘No one 
should expect significant deficit reduc-
tion as a result of austere nondefense 
discretionary spending limits. The 
numbers simply do not add up. Non-
defense discretionary represents less 
than 20 percent, some 18 percent of the 
Federal budget, and freezing this 
spending reduces the deficit by a mar-
ginal amount.’’

In fact, if we reduced and eliminated 
all of discretionary funding, all funding 
for this Congress, all funding for the 
executive department, all funding for 
NIH, all funding for CDC, all funding 
for CIA, all funding for FBI, and all 
funding for all other nondefense discre-
tionary spending, we would not balance 
the budget. 

But never fear, while the President 
proposes draconian and unrealistic 
spending cuts, he continues to demand 
that the tax cuts of 2001 and 2003 be 
made permanent at a cost of $1 trillion 
over 10 years. Who is going to pay that? 
Our children and our grandchildren. 
Because this generation refuses to pay 
for what it is buying. 

And here is the kicker: The President 
refuses to offer any explanation of how 
he plans to pay for them. None. Zero. 
Nada. Even some of our Republican 
friends are starting to flinch at this ad-
ministration’s fiscal recklessness. 
Hopefully, they will vote that way as 
well, it will not be just rhetorical. And 
some of them, by the way, do vote that 
way, and I respect them for that. 

On Friday, and the majority leader is 
sitting here on the floor pretending to 
ignore my compelling remarks, on Fri-
day, former majority leader Dick 
Armey was quoted in the Wall Street 
Journal as stating, and this is Dick 
Armey, the majority leader imme-
diately preceding our present majority 
leader, and he said, ‘‘I’m sitting here 
and I’m upset about the deficit and I’m 
upset about spending. There’s no way I 
can pin that on the Democrats. Repub-

licans own the town now.’’ That was 
Dick Armey, former Republican major-
ity leader. 

I implore every one of my colleagues 
to reject the President’s budget out of 
hand and to face the fiscal train wreck 
bearing down on the American people 
with honesty and candor. Some do. 
Most do not. When it comes to 
masquerading as a fiscal conservative, 
the President deserves an academy 
award. 

We do not have the luxury of pre-
tending, my colleagues, any longer 
that his failed policies are working. 
Let us hope that all of us have the in-
tellectual honesty and the courage to 
face this issue and come together. It 
will be tough. It will be wrenching in 
many respects. But it will be the right 
thing to do for our country. It will be 
the right thing to do for our children. 
It will be the right thing to do for 
America.

f 

THE BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, we are 
heading into the legislative year and 
we are heading into a campaign year, 
as we just heard. Campaign rhetoric 
sometimes overshadows reality and 
truth. But the Republican majority 
will be guided by three principal 
themes this year: Ensuring our secu-
rity, growing the economy, and defend-
ing the family. Everything we do this 
year in this House will get our Nation 
closer to one of those goals. 

First, we will continue to fund the 
ongoing war on terror and provide our 
military service men and women with 
the tools, training, and resources that 
they need to protect all of us. We will 
continue to export democracy and free-
dom to every corner of the globe. 

Second, we will continue our success-
ful work here at home in growing the 
economy, creating jobs for the Amer-
ican people, and bringing fiscal respon-
sibility to the government. We will 
make sure that the $1,000 child tax 
credit remains the law of the land, 
something the Democrats opposed. We 
will not let the marriage tax penalty 
come back, as it is scheduled to do at 
the end of this year, something the 
Democrats want to see the return of. 
We will fight to keep the 10 percent tax 
bracket where it is, so that working 
families can continue to enjoy more 
fruits of their labors, something that 
the Democrats do not want to see hap-
pen. 

Members, it boggles my mind to no-
tice that the Democrats have all of a 
sudden become deficit hawks. It is 
amazing to me. In the 40 years that the 
Democrats controlled this House, they 
never balanced the budget once. Not 
once. Deficits did not matter. Tax in-
creases mattered. More spending 
mattered. They fought every tax relief 

bill every President brought before 
them. They wanted to spend more 
money. Not once did they balance the 
budget. 

It took less than 4 years for a Repub-
lican majority in this House to get to 
a balanced budget, because we brought 
fiscal sanity to this House and to this 
government. So when they talk about 
the President’s budget, what they are 
screaming about is they want more 
spending, and the President says no. 
What they are screaming about is they 
want to raise taxes, and the President 
says no. That is what they are scream-
ing about. 

And what would happen if they raised 
taxes on American families? They 
would kill the growth that has come 
because we gave tax relief. And if we 
kill the growth, revenues to the gov-
ernment go down. Then they will want 
to raise taxes some more; take more 
money to pay. We just heard the mi-
nority whip talk about paying this gen-
eration’s debt. What he is talking 
about is raising taxes so that they can 
spend more. Republicans are interested 
in growing the economy, the Demo-
crats are interested in growing the gov-
ernment. 

Third, this House will protect Amer-
ican families as they struggle to do 
their all-important work raising their 
children, caring for their elders, and 
building their communities. We will 
pass the Laci and Conner law to pro-
tect unborn victims of violence. 

We will work with the Senate to fin-
ish the reauthorization of the welfare 
system, to help families get off welfare 
and into stable and well-paying jobs. 

We will make quality and affordable 
health care more accessible to all 
Americans regardless of their income 
level. 

And, finally, we will protect the 
Medicare legislation passed last year 
from attempts to undermine the prom-
ise of guaranteed prescription drug 
coverage the Congress has made to our 
seniors.

b 1245 

Mr. Speaker, as Members know, we 
are heading into this campaign year 
with a close election facing us in No-
vember. But as contentious as our de-
bates probably will be, although we 
may have different agendas, our goals 
of peace and prosperity for the Nation 
are the same; and further remember 
that this America is best served when 
our differences bring out the best in 
ourselves, not the worst in each other. 

f 

MEDICARE BILL LEAVES AMER-
ICA’S ELDERLY OUT IN THE 
COLD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RENZI). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 20, 2004, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized during morning hour debates 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday felt like Groundhog Day. 
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America woke up, got more bad fiscal 
news from the Bush administration, 
and predicted years and years of grow-
ing Federal budget deficits. 

We learned this weekend that the 
$400 billion Bush Medicare plan passed 
and signed in December was, in fact, 
going to cost $539 billion. Americans 
were surprised to learn that most of 
that first extra $139 billion, most of the 
first $100 billion will go straight into 
the pockets of the drug companies, the 
group that helped to write the prescrip-
tion drug bill in the Oval Office. The 
other $39 billion is going to shore up 
the taxpayer-financed payoffs to en-
courage insurance company HMOs to 
provide Medicare coverage. 

Well, that bad news was not much of 
a surprise for those of us who work reg-
ularly with the White House. President 
Bush, in the State of the Union, said 
the new Medicare measure kept a basic 
commitment to our seniors. The Presi-
dent in that bill may have fulfilled a 
commitment or two, but it was not to 
the Nation’s elderly. Here are some of 
the key details the President forgot to 
tell us about: The estimated cost of the 
Medicare prescription drug bill over 10 
years was $400 billion; the estimated 
increase in drug industry profits from 
the Medicare drug bill are $139 billion. 
The additional government payments 
to the insurance industry to partici-
pate in Medicare were originally 
tagged at $14 billion. There are 100 
Members of the United States Senate, 
435 Members of the United States 
House of Representatives. There are 675 
Washington lobbyists working for the 
drug industry, and we see the influence 
they have on President Bush and my 
Republican friends on the other side of 
the aisle when we look at that bill. 

The drug industry gave to Repub-
licans in 2002, $21.7 million in political 
contributions. The average elderly 
American’s drug cost is $2,400. The por-
tion of that average American’s drug 
cost covered by the new Medicare drug 
benefit is only 45 percent. The average 
profit margin of Fortune 500 firms in 
2002 was 3 percent. The average profit 
margin of the top 10 drug companies 
before the Medicare bill was 17 percent. 
The increase in elderly Americans’ So-
cial Security checks last year, 2.6 per-
cent. The average price increase in the 
50 prescription drugs elderly Americans 
used most in 2002 was 6 percent. 

Retirees with health insurance before 
Medicare was signed into law, 50 per-
cent of retirees in this country had 
health insurance before Medicare was 
signed into law. Today about 97 percent 
of retirees in the United States have 
health insurance under Medicare. 
Medicare administrative costs are only 
2 percent; average administrative costs 
for insurance company HMOs are 15 
percent. The compensation package, 
including stock options for one chief 
executive officer of a Medicare HMO in 
2002 was $529 million, even though in 
the last 4 years 2.5 million of America’s 
seniors were dropped from HMO cov-
erage. The insurance industry gave 

$25.9 million to House and Senate Re-
publicans supporting President Bush 
last year. 

Most telling, on March 1 the bill that 
President Bush signed, only 3 months 
after he signed it. The insurance com-
panies, insurance HMOs in this coun-
try, will receive hundreds of millions of 
dollars from the U.S. Government 
come March 1. But the bill that Presi-
dent Bush signed to take care of Amer-
ica’s elderly and their prescription 
drug coverage does not go into effect 
for 2 years. The insurance companies 
get their money 3 months after Presi-
dent Bush signed the bill, America’s el-
derly do not get their drug coverage 
until 25 months after President Bush 
signed the bill. 

It is clear that the President talked 
about his basic commitment to Amer-
ica’s seniors when in fact the basic 
commitment of the Medicare prescrip-
tion drug bill was to America’s drug in-
dustry and America’s insurance indus-
try. Those are the groups that will do 
well under the prescription drug bill. 
America’s elderly, by President Bush, 
will again be left out in the cold.

f 

DAVID KAY AND WEAPONS OF 
MASS DESTRUCTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
here to sort of elaborate on David 
Kay’s comments dealing with weapons 
of mass destruction. He is a chief weap-
ons of mass destruction hunter for the 
United States and he resigned recently, 
but he made some very interesting 
statements regarding Iraq’s pursuit of 
the WMD and the possible deception of 
Iraqi scientists against Saddam Hus-
sein regarding weapons programs. I 
think it is important to look at the to-
tality of what David Kay said and not 
just what some of the political pundits 
have pulled out of his speech. He said 
that the CIA and other intelligence 
agencies did not realize that Iraq sci-
entists had presented ‘‘ambitious but 
fanciful weapons programs to Saddam 
Hussein,’’ and had them use the money 
that they were going to use for these 
things for other purposes. 

At present, we have not found a huge 
stockpile of WMD. The search con-
tinues. However, we know a few facts. 
According to a recent New York Times 
story, Dr. Kay also reported ‘‘Iraq at-
tempted to revise its efforts to develop 
nuclear weapons in 2000 and 2001, but 
never got as far towards making a 
bomb as Iran and Libya did.’’ He also 
said ‘‘Baghdad was actively working to 
produce a biological weapon, using the 
poison ricin until the American inva-
sion last March.’’ We have all become 
familiar with this toxin given recent 
events in the news because of what 
happened at the Senate office building 
yesterday. 

Many of this administration’s detrac-
tors have begun using Kay’s state-

ments to bolster their particular points 
of view regarding weapons of mass de-
struction and Iraq. But let us not for-
get that the Clinton administration 
also declared Iraq had WMD and was 
actively pursuing those types of pro-
grams. Dr. Kay’s information then sup-
ports the assertion of the Clinton ad-
ministration that Saddam Hussein was 
pursuing weapons of mass destruction 
programs. 

Saddam Hussein made it clear that 
he wanted to see the State of Israel and 
the United States destroyed. He saw 
himself as a lion standing up to the 
powerful United States. Although he 
could not directly attack the United 
States, it is not unreasonable to con-
clude that he would transfer weapons 
of mass destruction, the technology, 
the weapons themselves and items to a 
terrorist organization, or to any other 
rogue nation, to use in a direct attack 
on our soil; and that is why the Presi-
dent’s proposal to look at all of the in-
telligence activities dealing with weap-
ons of mass destruction, not just in 
Iraq, but also in other rogue nations, is 
very important and he is to be com-
mended. 

Dr. Kay said the CIA and other agen-
cies failed to recognize that Iraq had 
all but abandoned its efforts to produce 
large quantities of chemical or biologi-
cal weapons after the first Persian Gulf 
War in 1991. He also stated that con-
trary to certain allegations, he was 
convinced that the analysts were not 
pressed by the Bush administration to 
make certain their prewar intelligence 
reports conformed to a White House 
agenda on Iraq. 

The allegations that our intelligence 
agencies failed to detect the supposed 
deception within the Iraqi Government 
and its weapons programs goes to the 
heart of our problem that many of our 
colleagues have talked about over the 
years regarding our intelligence abil-
ity. We are far too short of human in-
telligence, the exact kind of intel-
ligence that can provide what is going 
on in the minds of our adversaries. CIA 
does not have people on the inside, to 
the best of our knowledge. Satellite 
coverage is great, electronic signals 
and intercepts are vital, but without 
human assets on the ground, these in-
telligence items can project an incom-
plete picture. They cannot tell what 
the officials are thinking and what the 
mood is on the street, or alert analysts 
to the possibility of deceptive tactics 
within a particular government. 

As a Nation, we must continuously 
learn from our success and failures. I 
support President Bush’s national se-
curity policy and his decision to seek a 
separate intelligence inquiry. Our 
credibility is vital if we are to bring 
more Nations into this fight against 
terrorism, but we must look at David 
Kay’s statements in their totality. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend President 
Bush for seeking this commission.
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MARCUS DIXON DOES NOT BELONG 

IN PRISON 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is 
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, today 
when regrettably when almost half of 
high school students report having had 
sexual intercourse, I want Members to 
consider the following: How would a 
court likely react when an 18-year-old 
star high school athlete, a student 
from a very disadvantaged background, 
manages a 3.9 average, 1200 on his 
SATs, full scholarship from Vanderbilt, 
is accused by a female acquaintance of 
rape after having sex with a girl less 
than 3 years younger. Now color the 
boy black and the girl white, and Mem-
bers may not be surprised that Marcus 
Dixon received 10 years for this teen 
sex violation. 

To the credit of the State of Georgia, 
the State amended its law almost 10 
years ago to deal with sex between 
teens and made statutory rape a mis-
demeanor. The prosecutor, however, 
wanted a conviction very badly here 
because he piled on six different 
charges, most of them involving forc-
ible rape, and an additional charge of 
aggravated child molestation which is 
reserved for very heinous crimes. 

The jury had to contend with two 
very different versions. He said that 
she suggested please, let us not go to 
my house, my father is a racist and he 
has beaten me for less. She said she 
was a virgin and he raped her on a 
table. The jury apparently believed 
this was one more example of consen-
sual teen sex by virtue of the fact that 
they convicted only for the mis-
demeanor rape charge. However, they 
left the aggregated child molestation 
charge because of testimony that she 
was a virgin, therefore bled, therefore 
had been injured; and he, therefore, 
was guilty of child molestation causing 
injury. For that injury, literally mil-
lions of teenage boys would be in jail as 
I speak. 

That is where Marcus Dixon is, but 
many on the jury are dumbfounded be-
cause they believed that Marcus would 
walk out of court with a misdemeanor 
statutory rape conviction with the 
white couple who adopted him from his 
crack-addicted mother. The case is on 
appeal. 

Male black, female white, harsh sen-
tence, sound familiar? Consider if the 
girl had been black and the boy white, 
can Members imagine a 10-year sen-
tence? Suppose both had been of the 
same race, can Members imagine a 10-
year sentence? 

The villain here is not only an over-
zealous prosecutor who treats teen sex 
as a sexual predator case and dis-
regards Marcus’ achievement in over-
coming the kind of severe deprivation 
most of us have never had. 

The villain also is mandatory mini-
mums. For minor drug offenses, we 

have put a generation of young black 
men in jail and left the black commu-
nity with 70 percent of its children 
with no fathers and destroyed the 
black family. Let us be clear: We must 
do much more to teach our children to 
abstain from sex, but it is also time to 
teach prosecutors fairness and equal 
application of the law and to teach our-
selves the injustice of mandatory mini-
mums.

f 

b 1300 

IN SUPPORT OF ISRAEL’S 
SECURITY FENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RENZI). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 20, 2004, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of Israel’s security 
fence. Next month the International 
Court of Justice (ICJ) at the Hague is 
scheduled to hold hearings on the 
international legality of Israel’s secu-
rity fence and it is my hope that the 
court will rule Israel’s security fence a 
necessary measure to protect their peo-
ple from the people who believe that 
their way to salvation is by killing 
Jewish women and children. 

The construction of the temporary 
and defensive barrier is a legitimate 
means of protection and the lawfulness 
or appropriateness of this measure is 
not the issue. At issue is simply the 
question of whether complex and con-
tentious issues can and should be 
placed before the International Court 
of Justice. The United Nations should 
not be imposing their politics on the 
sovereign nation of Israel. 

The ICJ has been acting in an anti-
Semitic, anti-capitalistic and anti-self-
defensive manner. The court does not 
mention the fact that Israel is building 
the security fence to protect Israelis 
from over 20,000 attacks and that they 
have the right of self-defense and the 
attacks are the result of the Pales-
tinian leadership’s failure to take 
measures to prevent terrorism. Fur-
thermore, the Palestinian government 
glorifies homicide bombers as martyrs 
and Yasser Arafat, the agent of terror, 
is still calling the shots and is a clear 
obstacle to President Bush’s road map 
to peace. 

Congress must send a powerful and 
clear signal to the U.N. and to the Pal-
estinian Authority that the United 
States will not allow either to com-
promise the freedom and safety of the 
Jewish people.

f 

U.S. FUNDING CUTS MEAN GREAT-
ER HUNGER, ILLITERACY AND 
POVERTY FOR CHILDREN 
AROUND THE WORLD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) is recognized 

during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday the President released his fiscal 
year 2005 budget proposal. Over the 
next few days there will be many 
speeches and analyses of his funding 
proposals. I would like to describe how 
previous budget cuts have affected just 
one program that both reduces hunger 
among children around the world and 
gets these kids into school. The George 
McGovern-Robert Dole International 
Food for Education Program began in 
2001 with a $300 million pilot program. 
Using American surplus commodities, 
organizations such as Catholic Relief 
Services, Save the Children and Mercy 
Corps and the U.N. World Food Pro-
gram carried out school feeding pro-
grams in over 40 countries. Seven mil-
lion children received at least one nu-
tritious meal every day in a school set-
ting through this program. 

Last year, USDA evaluated these 
programs and found them to be very ef-
fective in reducing hunger and dropout 
rates among many of the world’s most 
vulnerable children. Enrollment, at-
tendance and academic performance in-
creased, especially among girls. In 
short, providing food for education 
gave poor children, including girls, a 
new future. Unfortunately, since 2002, 
when Congress made this initiative 
permanent, McGovern-Dole has suf-
fered significant funding cuts. In fiscal 
year 2003, President Bush only asked 
for and received $100 million. And now 
in fiscal year 2004, the program will re-
ceive only $50 million. 

What does it mean for a program like 
McGovern-Dole to go from $300 million 
to $100 million? It means literally that 
food was taken away from nearly 5 mil-
lion hungry children and many of their 
families were forced to take them out 
of school. In Nicaragua, 339,000 pre-
school and primary school children 
benefiting from McGovern-Dole were 
cut off from this food source. In El Sal-
vador, another 45,000 children stopped 
receiving food at school. In Honduras, 
anemia among children benefiting from 
McGovern-Dole was reduced by 50 per-
cent. Sadly, 167,000 of those children 
have now been cut off from the pro-
gram. In Peru, 70,000 children living in 
areas of high chronic malnutrition no 
longer receive meals or snacks in 
school. In Colombia, where we rou-
tinely send hundreds of millions of dol-
lars each year in military and security 
aid, we ended McGovern-Dole funding, 
forcing USAID to pick up the costs and 
stopping a planned expansion of the 
program to 165,000 more children. 

In 2003, I visited one of the McGov-
ern-Dole programs in Colombia. I was 
told by mothers, fathers, grandmothers 
and community leaders how the school 
and the meals were the one stable re-
ality in these children’s uncertain 
lives, and often the only food these 
children receive. And I was told time 
and again how these kids often leave 
home and join one of the guerilla or 
paramilitary groups simply because 
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these groups can provide them a daily 
meal. 

So, thanks to our funding cuts, we 
are robbing money from USAID devel-
opment programs to pick up the costs 
originally covered under McGovern-
Dole. Does this make sense to anyone? 
School feeding programs in Chad and 
Kenya were also especially hard hit by 
the McGovern-Dole cutbacks, and 
125,000 children in Congo and 35,000 in 
Eritrea also lost their funding. In Viet-
nam, the McGovern-Dole program ad-
ministered by Land O’Lakes that pro-
vided meals to over 700,000 children was 
eliminated. A similar program in Ban-
gladesh reaching 350,000 children has 
just run out of funds. Mr. Speaker, the 
list goes on and on and on. 

Eliminating these programs also 
means that food produced by our hard-
working farmers no longer finds its 
way to hungry school children around 
the world. Mr. Speaker, the McGovern-
Dole program deserves to have its fund-
ing restored, not just because these 
programs work, not just because they 
help our farmers, not just because they 
reduce hunger among the world’s most 
desperate children, not just because 
they get poor families to send and keep 
their children in school but because 
these programs, I believe, are central 
to our struggle to defeat terrorism. 

For fiscal year 2005, President Bush 
has proposed $75 million for McGovern-
Dole, a modest increase from last 
year’s devastating cutback to $50 mil-
lion. I am glad to see the number going 
back up, but it is simply not enough. I 
would call upon my colleagues and the 
Bush administration to find a way to 
bring the funding levels for McGovern-
Dole back to $300 million.

f 

IN MEMORY OF CHRIS DUFFY, 
INDIANA BROADCASTING LEGEND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. PENCE) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, this week 
the State of Indiana said farewell to a 
memorable Hoosier and a dear friend, 
Chris Duffy, a man whose impact on In-
diana broadcasting in the 20th century 
can scarcely be overstated but whose 
impact on the lives of thousands of 
Hoosiers, myself included, was greater 
still. 

Chris Duffy was born in 1936 to 
George Christopher Duffy, who was 
himself a legendary band leader back 
in the days when traveling band lead-
ers were the equivalent of rock stars 
today. Chris was born to a promoter 
and he was himself a born promoter. He 
came by it honestly. 

Long before arriving in Indianapolis 
where he would run or build three out 
of the five television stations in that 
city, Chris Duffy cut his teeth on the 
first successfully syndicated daytime 
television show in history, the Mike 
Douglas Show. Young Chris Duffy was 
a producer for the Mike Douglas Show 

and his energy and comic timing led 
not only to the show’s success off the 
air but resulted in Mike Douglas actu-
ally routinely pulling a young Chris 
Duffy on-stage and turning him and his 
antics into a regular that contributed 
to that show and still contributes to 
quality daytime television today. 

From the time Chris Duffy moved to 
Indianapolis in 1975 to his retirement a 
few years back, he was not so much a 
business leader as a force of nature. He 
transformed Channel 13 into an NBC af-
filiate and turned it into one of the 
premier local news stations in Amer-
ica. He built Channel 59 Television 
with several local leaders and then 
went on to build another independent 
UPN station. During a time when local 
broadcasting was thought a thing of 
the past, Chris Duffy made an invest-
ment in high school athletics as the 
leader of WNDY Television like no 
other. 

His accomplishments, though, in peo-
ple far outweigh his Indiana Broad-
casting Hall of Fame career. Chris 
Duffy was all about his people. Wheth-
er it was recognizing that a young FM 
radio man named Tom Cochran who 
could someday reach the highest levels 
of recognition in local news or even 
recognizing that a young political has-
been could achieve success in talk 
radio and someday in politics, Chris 
Duffy loved to bring out people’s poten-
tial. He did it with toughness, straight 
talk and a heart that made you want to 
be better, better even than you ever 
thought you could be. 

Chris Duffy was a devoted American. 
At the time of his retirement from the 
Marine Corps Reserve, he put in more 
than 20 years of distinguished service 
for his country in uniform and his 
courage was not just in uniform. While 
leading the NBC affiliate in Indianap-
olis in the early eighties, he broadcast 
a documentary of the Ku Klux Klan 
that drew death threats before it aired 
but Chris went ahead undeterred. Chris 
Duffy believed in America and in the 
highest ideals of the American people. 

And Chris Duffy was about family. 
His 41-year marriage to Bobbi and his 
total devotion to Maureen, Karen, 
Susan and Chris pervaded everything 
he did. It was impossible to talk to 
Chris for any length of time and not 
eventually hear about Bobbi’s opinion 
or some progress in his children’s ca-
reers. 

I last saw Chris Duffy over breakfast 
this last December. In his usual style 
he put the bad news up-front. He told 
me he had cancer and that it did not 
look good. But he also told me, MIKE, 
I’m not the least bit worried, and he re-
flected on his life, his family and his 
profound faith in God. He thought he 
had more time. When the Lord called 
him home last week, like so many 
other lives that he touched, I felt sor-
row in my heart at the loss of a friend 
but not at the loss of a life. Chris Duffy 
lived a life and then some. Chris Duffy 
died, as he told me, rich in family, 
friends and accomplishments that any 

10 men would envy. I have no com-
plaints, he said, I’m not mad at God or 
anything like that, and he meant it. 

Chris Duffy will be missed. He was 
for so many of us, as his father must 
have been before him, the leader of the 
band who believed that behind every 
instrument was a performer who still 
does not know how good he could real-
ly be. Thank you, Chris, and God bless 
you. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until 2 p.m.

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SIMMONS) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord God, Creator of the heavens and 
earth, be attentive to the prayers of 
the Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives today. 

By Your Provident Care answer the 
needs of this Nation, that we may 
enjoy prosperity and peace. Shed light 
upon the conscience of all, that Your 
holy will may be accomplished in and 
through Your people. 

Inspire those who serve in leadership 
positions of government, religion, busi-
ness, and in families, that the least in 
our midst be protected and the com-
mon good of all may be sought and 
brought to fruition, both now in our 
day and always. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. FEENEY) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. FEENEY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

PRESIDENT’S SIGNATURE ON OM-
NIBUS BILL MEANS VICTORY 
FOR AMISH COMMUNITY 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, last Friday, 
the President signed the omnibus bill 
into law. H.R. 1943, the Amish Labor 
bill, a bill I have pushed since I came 
to this body, was part of that package. 

The bill keeps in place common sense 
safety rules, but allows Amish teen-
agers to learn a trade after they com-
plete their formal schooling, which is 
equivalent to the eighth grade, in an 
apprenticeship program. This is the 
way they learn to make a living. 

After years of trying to win this pro-
tection for the Amish community to 
preserve their way of life, we have fi-
nally done it. The President’s signa-
ture on this bill is a victory for the 
Amish, for religious liberty, and for di-
versity in America. 

Centuries ago, these people came to 
America to escape persecution, to wor-
ship and live freely, and their life and 
customs have remained mostly intact 
since they arrived. They do not ask for 
Social Security or unemployment or 
anything from the government; they 
just want to be left alone to raise their 
children and make a living. Over the 
years we have stood up for groups like 
the Amish when the law has threatened 
their well-being and survival. 

I applaud the Senate for approving 
the bill, I thank the President for sign-
ing it into law, and I thank all of my 
colleagues who helped us get this into 
law.

f 

NEW BILL TRANSFORMS SYSTEM 
OF TAXATION 

(Mr. FATTAH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I give no-
tice to the House today that I have of-
fered a piece of legislation that would 
have the Department of the Treasury 
analyze a proposal to transform our 
system of taxation and to move us 
away from this very complicated, bur-
densome form of taxation that now 
raises the revenues necessary for gov-
ernmental purposes, to a transaction 
fee in which we would utilize the great 
power of our economy to tap into eco-
nomic resources in a way in which we 
could transform our country, respond 
to the needs of all of our people in a re-
sponsible way, but to do it without the 
necessity to pry into the private lives 
of our citizens or to audit their finan-
cial behavior. 

This proposal as we present it would 
have the Treasury prepare a study of 
this idea. It is offered after a great deal 
of research and effort. We hope that it 
will find in the workings of the House 
the kind of urgency that should be 
there, given our failure to respond to 
this problem in any real way for a 
very, very long time. It is the 90th 
birthday of the income tax in our coun-
try. It started at 2 pages, it is now tens 
of thousands of pages. Today we can 
begin not just to curse the darkness 
but, as has been said, light a candle.

HONORING THE HANNA BROTHERS 
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I received an inspiring letter 
from Jim Miles of Columbia, South 
Carolina, describing the valor of his 
grandfather, James Hanna and his five 
granduncles. Incredibly, these six coal-
mining brothers from West Virginia 
served at the same time in World War 
II. 

Roy Hanna, U.S. Army, 10th Moun-
tain Division, fought in Italy and Ger-
many, receiving two bronze stars. Fred 
Hanna, U.S. Army, 1st Armored Divi-
sion, was captured at Tunisia and then 
lost 90 pounds through torture and im-
prisonment, until he was liberated by 
British troops. Bert Hanna, U.S. Army, 
Armored Division, fought at Okinawa. 
Carl Hanna, U.S. Army Air Corps, 9th 
Air Force, fought in Europe as part of 
the anti-aircraft battalion. John 
Hanna, U.S. Army Air Corps, 8th Air 
Force, fought in Germany. James 
Hanna, U.S. Marines, 6th Marine Divi-
sion, fought in Okinawa as part of a 
mortar crew, but was quickly recruited 
as a sniper when battle commenced. 

The Hanna brothers returned to Fort 
Jackson in South Carolina after the 
war, and John and James stayed to 
start their families in the Palmetto 
State. Even though all six brothers 
have passed away, their service will al-
ways be remembered as an enduring 
symbol of patriotism and duty. I ask 
my colleagues to join me in honoring 
the Hanna brothers for their brave 
service. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops. 
We will never forget September 11. 

f 

HONORING THE FIRST ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE LOSS OF ‘‘COLUM-
BIA’’
(Mr. FEENEY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, today we 
will pass a resolution honoring the 
great members of the Columbia crew 
and their sacrifice. As Lincoln re-
minded us at Gettysburg, such tributes 
are altogether fitting and proper. But 
also, as he observed, we can never fully 
consecrate times and places of sac-
rifice. That task is ultimately done by 
those making the sacrifice. Rather, we, 
the living, are tasked with taking in-
creased devotion to the unfinished 
business for which the last full meas-
ure of devotion was given. 

Both NASA and the President have 
demonstrated such increased devotion. 
The NASA team entered the crucible of 
self-examination and emerged with 
strengthened resolve and will. The 
President has charted a course for a re-
invigorated human space program, 
breaking out of low earth orbit, return-
ing to the moon, and then exploring 
our solar system. 

I hope this House responds in kind. 
This resolution reassures the loved 
ones of the Columbia’s crew that last 
year’s loss will strengthen this Na-
tion’s resolve to continue the journey 
of discovery in space. In the weeks 
ahead, let us carry out this pledge of 
increased devotion.

f 

COMMEMORATING ‘‘COLUMBIA’’ 
CREW, HOSTING THE SUPER 
BOWL, AND SEEKING THE TRUTH 
REGARDING INTELLIGENCE-
GATHERING 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I will look forward to joining 
my colleague, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) on the floor of the 
House, to celebrate and commemorate 
the heroic lives of the seven Columbia 
astronauts, our friends and neighbors. 

Today I would like to cite two dispar-
ately different perspectives on some 
issues that I think are important. 
First, let me take personal pride in 
congratulating all of the law enforce-
ment, community leaders, civic lead-
ers, our past mayor, and our present 
mayor Bill White, for what has been 
touted beyond other issues as the best 
played Super Bowl in the NFL’s his-
tory, and to congratulate Houstonians 
for being the most welcoming city that 
I think the Super Bowl has experienced 
over the last years of its history. 

We are proud of what we did. We are 
proud of the family-oriented entertain-
ment that we offered, and we look for-
ward to extending an invitation back 
to all of you in years to come. Might I 
congratulate Bob McNair and all of the 
civic leaders for what they have done. 

Let me conclude, Mr. Speaker, by 
saying I will continue my representa-
tion of important issues as I discuss 
the need for congressional hearings on 
seeking the truth about the vulner-
ability or nonvulnerability of our intel-
ligence-gathering.

f 

WELCOME TO THE ORANGE 
MEADOWBRITE 

(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, the Chicago 
Botanic Garden is a renowned sci-
entific research facility located in my 
congressional district and they have 
made a number of major breakthroughs 
at their headquarters. 

Following a 7-year effort, our Garden 
developed a new flower called the ‘‘Or-
ange Meadowbrite.’’ It is the first or-
ange-blooming coneflower ever pro-
duced in cultivation. 

The new Orange Meadowbrite will 
have benefits far beyond the aesthetic. 
The ‘‘green sector’’ of the Illinois econ-
omy employs more people than the tra-
ditional agricultural commodities sec-
tor. Horticulture employs over 150,000 
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people with an annual payroll exceed-
ing $1.7 billion. With the fair market 
value of all assets directly associated 
with horticulture at over $2.9 billion, 
the development of this new flower will 
benefit many Illinois families. 

We want to especially congratulate 
Dr. Jim Ault, Director of Ornamental 
Plant Research at the Garden. He is 
the father of the Orange Meadowbrite 
whose scientific name is Echinacea, 
‘‘Arts Pride,’’ in honor of Art Nolan, 
Jr., a long-time benefactor of the Gar-
den’s research program. 

We here in the Congress want to 
honor Chicagoland Grows, the Chicago 
Botanic Garden, and especially Dr. 
Ault for adding a new and beautiful 
flower to America’s garden. 

f 

HAPPY BIRTHDAY, PRESIDENT 
REAGAN 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, today Con-
gress will adopt a resolution recog-
nizing the 93rd birthday of President 
Ronald Reagan. It will take place this 
coming Friday. 

As we in Congress today face difficult 
choices ahead in crafting a Federal 
budget, I think we would do well to re-
flect on the wisdom of the 40th Presi-
dent of the United States who, in Octo-
ber of 1964, said, ‘‘There can be no secu-
rity anywhere in the Free World if 
there is no fiscal and economic sta-
bility in the United States.’’ He said, 
‘‘Government is not the solution to our 
problem; government is the problem. 
And that ‘‘the size of the Federal Gov-
ernment is not an appropriate barom-
eter of social conscience or charitable 
concern.’’

But he also said in January 1981 in 
his first inaugural address, ‘‘It is not 
my intention to do away with govern-
ment. It is rather to make it work; 
work with us, not over us; stand by our 
side, not ride our back. Government 
can and must provide opportunity, not 
smother it; foster productivity, not sti-
fle it. A healthy economy built on a vi-
sion of limited government.’’

Happy birthday, President Reagan. 
May Congress honor your memory by 
honoring the principles of limited gov-
ernment in our day that you so tire-
lessly advanced in yours. 

f 

COMMISSIONER TAGLIABUE 
MAKES BAD CHOICE IN CHOOS-
ING MTV FOR SUPER BOWL 
HALFTIME SHOW 

(Mr. WELDON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I know many of my constituents 
will be very pleased with this resolu-
tion coming before the House today re-
garding the Columbia disaster, but this 
issue has not been the one that my 

phones have been ringing about. I have 
heard from many of my constituents 
who are outraged over the offenses that 
they were exposed to in the NFL half-
time show and many of the commer-
cials. 

The NFL has promoted football, and 
the Super Bowl in particular, as a time 
for families to gather around the tele-
vision once a year to see the NFL’s 
best and, indeed, I was doing that my-
self. I had my 5-year-old son and my 
teenage daughter. Rather than being 
one of the NFL’s finest hours, it was 
one of their most offensive. 

NFL Commissioner Paul Tagliabue 
issued a statement following the game 
calling the halftime show offensive, in-
appropriate, and embarrassing to the 
NFL. 

Commissioner Tagliabue, when you 
hired one of the most offensive net-
works, MTV, to do the halftime show, 
what did you expect? MTV does not 
produce programming for family audi-
ences. Indeed, my wife and I recognized 
that the halftime show was going to be 
offensive, and we changed the channel 
for 30 minutes. 

Commissioner Tagliabue, wake up. 
f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 2, 2004. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed 
envelope received from the White House on 
February 2, 2004 at 2:05 p.m. and said to con-
tain a message from the President whereby 
he submits the Budget of the United States 
Government for Fiscal Year 2005. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

JEFF TRANDAHL, 
Clerk of the House.

f 

BUDGET OF THE UNITED STATES 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 108–146) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed:

THE BUDGET MESSAGE OF THE 
PRESIDENT 

The Budget I am proposing for 2005 is 
a reflection of this Nation’s goals and 
purpose, and advances our three high-
est priorities. First, America will pre-
vail in the War on Terror by defeating 

terrorists and their supporters. Second, 
we will continue to strengthen our 
homeland defenses. Third, this Nation 
is building on the economic recovery 
that began in earnest in 2003 with poli-
cies that further promote growth and 
job creation. In addition, we will con-
tinue to strengthen the domestic insti-
tutions that best express our values, 
and serve the basic needs of all: good 
schools, quality and affordable health 
care, and programs that promote hope 
and compassion in our communities. In 
meeting these priorities, the Govern-
ment must exercise fiscal responsi-
bility by limiting spending growth, fo-
cusing on the results of Government 
programs, and cutting wasteful spend-
ing. 

In 2003, America made great progress 
in the War on Terror. Afghanistan, 
which once was ruled by the repressive 
Taliban regime, now has adopted a new 
constitution, taking a fundamental 
step on the path to democracy. In Iraq, 
the remnants of the Ba’athist regime 
are being systematically rounded up, 
and Iraqis are assuming responsibility 
for their own security and future gov-
ernment. Libya has pledged to disclose 
and dismantle all of the regime’s weap-
ons of mass destruction programs. 

These victories do not change a fun-
damental truth: Our Nation remains at 
war. In this war, which began on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, our citizens are the 
strategic targets of our enemy. We 
have responded in two significant 
ways: First, we have taken the offen-
sive to hunt down the terrorists, deny 
them easy refuge, identify and seize 
their secret finances, and hold them 
and their sponsors to account. Second, 
we have moved to secure the Nation’s 
homeland. In 2003, the new Department 
of Homeland Security began operations 
in the biggest reorganization of the 
Federal Government in a half a cen-
tury. Over this past year, we have 
taken steps to reduce the terrorist 
threat to Americans here at home, and 
protect American interests overseas. 
This Nation has committed itself to 
the long war against terror. And we 
will see that war to its inevitable con-
clusion: the destruction of the terror-
ists. 

Our Budget reflects the continuing 
importance of providing for the defense 
and security of the American people. 
We will continue to provide whatever it 
takes to defend our country by fully 
supporting our military, which is per-
forming with great skill and honor in 
our battles overseas. We also are pro-
viding the necessary resources to our 
law enforcement and emergency per-
sonnel at home to meet the new 
threats posed by terrorists. 

Just as we have taken much-needed 
steps to strengthen our national secu-
rity, we have also pursued an aggres-
sive agenda to promote our economic 
security. In 2003, we worked with the 
Congress to accelerate much of the tax 
relief that had been passed in 2001, so 
that Americans could keep more of 
their paychecks and so that businesses 
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would have more incentive to invest in 
new jobs and new equipment. As a re-
sult, our economy is strong, and grow-
ing stronger. Economic output in the 
third quarter rose at its fastest annual 
pace in nearly 20 years. More manufac-
turers reported rising factory activity 
than at any point in the last 20 years. 
American homeownership reached its 
highest level ever. Employment is on 
the rise. By cutting tax rates on in-
vestment gains and dividend payments, 
we promoted saving, capital formation, 
and investment—and Americans’ hold-
ings in the stock market rose by al-
most $3 trillion.

There is still more to do, however. 
We cannot be satisfied until every 
American looking for work has found a 
job. We must sustain the momentum of 
this recovery by making the tax relief 
passed in 2001 and 2003 permanent. We 
will continue to open markets abroad 
for American products. And as the 
economy improves, we will also con-
front the challenge faced by workers 
who must learn new skills to fill new 
jobs. As a Nation, we must help Ameri-
cans develop the skills they need to 
succeed in a highly competitive, highly 
productive economy. And so this Budg-
et continues to support high standards 
in our schools and proposes a Jobs for 
the 21st Century initiative to ensure 
older students and adults can gain the 
skills they need to find work now. 

Economic growth and good steward-
ship of taxpayer dollars will help us 
meet another important priority: cut-
ting the budget deficit brought on by 
recession and war. We must continue 
to evaluate each Federal program, to 
make sure that it meet its goals, and 
produces and desired results. I proposed 
to hold discretionary spending growth 
below four percent, less than the aver-
age rate of growth of American family 
incomes. And spending unrelated to de-
fense and homeland security will be 
held below one percent growth—less 
than the rate of inflation—while con-
tinuing to meet education, health care, 
and other priorities of this Nation. 
With this spending restraint and con-
tinued pro-growth economic policies, 
we can cut the deficit in half over the 
next five years. 

Finally, this Budget addresses the 
needs of a great and compassionate Na-
tion, whose values are strong, and 
whose institutions of hope are endur-
ing. We are helping communities of 
faith pull the addicted out of depend-
ency. We are lifting children out of a 
life of despair by making sure they 
have mentors, and we will continue to 
press for improvements in our schools, 
so that no child is left behind. We are 
extending hope and healing to millions 
suffering from the global epidemic of 
AIDS. We will begin to implement of 
the benefits of our Medicare mod-
ernization and reform law, which will 
bring all our seniors coverage for pre-
scription drugs. And we will make 
health care more affordable and extend 
the full benefits of our health care sys-
tem to more Americans who currently 
have no health insurance. 

Meeting these priorities will require 
hard work, skill, and the resources of a 
great Nation. Yet America has always 
risen to new challenges, and has always 
set new goals. Challenge and change 
have revealed the true strengths of this 
Nation and the enterprise of its people. 
And as 2004 begins, I am confident 
those gifts will serve us again, until 
our work is done. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
February 2, 2004.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). Pursuant to the provisions of 
clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces that he will postpone further 
proceedings today on each motion to 
suspend the rules on which a recorded 
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered, 
or on which the vote is objected to 
under clause 6 of rule XX. 

Such record votes, if postponed, will 
be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

EXPRESSING SORROW ON THE AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE SPACE 
SHUTTLE ‘‘COLUMBIA’’ ACCIDENT 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move 

to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 507), expressing the 
profound sorrow of the House of Rep-
resentatives on the anniversary of the 
accident that cost the crew of the 
Space Shuttle Columbia their lives, and 
extending heartfelt sympathy to their 
families. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 507

Whereas February 1, 2004, marks the one 
year anniversary of the accident that 
claimed the Space Shuttle Columbia and the 
lives of seven heroic astronauts that made 
up its crew; 

Whereas, while in orbit, Columbia’s experi-
enced crew conducted important micro-
gravity research into the life sciences, phys-
ical sciences, and space and earth sciences, 
in addition to promoting education initia-
tives; 

Whereas the Columbia experienced a struc-
tural failure that resulted in its destruction 
over the States of Texas and Louisiana as it 
approached to land on February 1, 2003; 

Whereas the seven crew members of STS–
107, Rick D. Husband (Commander), William 
C. McCool (Pilot), Michael P. Anderson (Pay-
load Commander), Kalpana Chawla (Mission 
Specialist), David M. Brown (Mission Spe-
cialist), Laurel B. Clark (Mission Specialist), 
and Ilan Ramon (Payload Specialist) exhib-
ited unparalleled bravery and commitment 
to the goal of exploring space and advancing 
mankind’s search for knowledge in the cos-
mos; 

Whereas Rick Husband, 45, was a Colonel 
in the United States Air Force, a test pilot, 
and a veteran of STS–96, and held degrees 
from Texas Tech University and California 
State University, Fresno; 

Whereas William C. McCool, 41, was a Com-
mander in the United States Navy and test 
pilot, and held degrees from the United 
States Naval Academy and the University of 
Maryland; 

Whereas Michael P. Anderson, 43, was a 
Lieutenant Colonel in the United States Air 

Force, a former pilot instructor and tactical 
officer, and a veteran of STS–89, and held de-
grees from the University of Washington and 
Creighton University; 

Whereas Kalpana Chawla, 41, was an aero-
space engineer, a Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration Certified Flight Instructor, and a 
veteran of STS–87, and held degrees from 
Punjab Engineering College (India), the Uni-
versity of Texas at Arlington, and the Uni-
versity of Colorado, Boulder; 

Whereas David M. Brown, 46, was a Captain 
in the United States Navy, a naval aviator, 
and a naval flight surgeon, and held degrees 
from the College of William and Mary and 
Eastern Virginia Medical School; 

Whereas Laurel B. Clark, 41, was a Com-
mander in the United States Navy and naval 
flight surgeon, and held degrees from the 
University of Wisconsin, Madison; 

Whereas Ilan Ramon, 48, was a Colonel in 
the Israeli Air Force, a fighter pilot, and 
Israel’s first astronaut; 

Whereas these brave astronauts will never 
be forgotten by the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration family and all 
those who believe in the importance of ex-
ploring our universe; and 

Whereas when the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration’s Mars Explo-
ration Rover (MER) Spirit landed on Mars on 
January 3, 2004, it brought with it a small 
commemorative plaque bearing the names of 
the seven astronauts, establishing an endur-
ing memorial on another planet to the fallen 
crew of Space Shuttle Columbia: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives does offer its gratitude to the seven 
Space Shuttle Columbia astronauts and its 
heartfelt sympathy to their families on the 
anniversary of their loss, with the reassur-
ance that this sacrifice will not have been 
made in vain, but will strengthen this Na-
tion’s resolve to continue their journey of 
discovery.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H. Res. 507. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
majority leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DELAY). 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) 
for bringing this very important reso-
lution to the floor of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, we can still see their 
faces. Their friends can still hear their 
hearty laughter. And their families can 
still feel their embrace. At every men-
tion of their names or reminder of 
their courage, our hearts ache with the 
hollow pangs of mourning and our 
thoughts and prayers turn to their 
loved ones. For there is no loss like the 
loss of a hero. And 1 year ago our Na-
tion and our world lost seven. 
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Though they came from different na-

tions, practiced different faiths, and 
sought answers to different mysteries, 
the winding road of providence brought 
them all to one place on earth where 
their common calling could be an-
swered. They came to Johnson Space 
Center. 

And there, at America’s great labora-
tory of the impossible, they trained 
and studied, alongside the finest collec-
tion of public servants that I know, 
inching ever closer to their dreams and 
their destiny. And though we still 
mourn 1 year later, it is their lives 
that we honor in this resolution, not 
their loss. 

Columbia’s ‘‘corps of discovery’’ may 
be gone, but death has no power over 
the memory of heroes. It is left to us, 
then, in this House and in this Nation 
to live up to the challenge their lives of 
service issued: Will we carry on Amer-
ica’s mission in space or will we ignore 
our deepest yearnings for knowledge 
and tether mankind to ‘‘the surly 
bonds of earth’’? I think we know what 
the Columbia seven would say. 

And if there be any doubt, just walk 
outside on a clear night, look into the 
southern sky and ask them. 

For immortal in death, the Columbia 
heroes live on at home in the heavens, 
among the ancient stars that first 
stirred their souls, looking down on us 
all with love and hope, lighting our 
way through the darkness. They will 
answer you. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to this floor 
today just as I did a year ago, unfortu-
nately, with a feeling of sadness. 

I am an original cosponsor of this 
resolution that is before us today, 
House Resolution 507, because I believe 
that it is important that we never for-
get the sacrifices made by the brave 
and dedicated men and women of STS–
107: Rick Husband, William McCool, 
Michael Anderson, Kalpana Chawla, 
David Brown, Laurel Clark, Ilan 
Ramon. Each one of them gave the last 
full measure of devotion to the cause of 
space exploration. 

There have been numerous cere-
monies over the past few days to re-
member the crew of Columbia, includ-
ing yesterday’s memorial service at Ar-
lington Cemetery. I think it is impor-
tant for this body as well, the United 
States House of Representatives, also 
to pause in our deliberations to express 
again our profound gratitude for their 
service and our deepest sympathies to 
their families and loved ones on the an-
niversary of their deaths. 

Back home, the space shuttle and the 
International Space Station take on a 
very personal dimension. All the astro-
nauts in the NASA program, including 
the seven aboard the Columbia, are a 
part of our community. They are our 
friends, our neighbors. Their kids go to 
schools with our kids. They shop at the 
same grocery stores and pray at the 
same churches and synagogues. 

The employees and contractors of 
Johnson Space Center are connected to 
the astronauts not just at work but in 
their everyday life. The community at 
JSC is an extended family. 

Amidst all the lofty talk, cere-
monies, and resolutions, let us not for-
get that a community and seven fami-
lies lost friends, brothers, fathers, sons, 
wives, sisters, mothers, and daughters. 
Back in Clear Lake, right off the cam-
pus of JSC, there is a place called 
Frenchie’s. It is a place where astro-
nauts and employees go after work to 
relax a bit, have a meal or something, 
share their experiences and bond in a 
very special way. 

I stopped by there the Saturday 
evening after the Columbia tragedy, and 
that day there was a feeling of crush-
ing sadness and loss but also a hope 
that the vision and dream that those 
seven heroes died for will not be lost 
but instead will be reborn, that their 
loss will remind the American people 
of the great challenge we face and the 
prospect of a better world that the 
space program gives us. 

The crew of STS–107 would not want 
us to dwell only on their deaths. In-
stead, I believe they would want us to 
reflect on the cause for which they 
gave their lives: the exploration of 
space. And I have no doubt that they 
would want us to rededicate ourselves 
to the task of ensuring that this Na-
tion continues that exploration. 

It is unfortunate that it took the Co-
lumbia tragedy to remind many of our 
citizens that space flight is not rou-
tine, it is hard. It is dangerous. The 
crew of Columbia knew that and yet 
they did not cease from exploring. Nei-
ther should we. 

We have serious work to do over the 
next coming months in determining 
the best path for our America’s space 
program. There are likely to be strong 
opinions and differing views on how 
best to proceed. And that is all to the 
good. America’s space program is too 
important to the future of this country 
for us not to give it serious attention. 

I welcome the discussion and debate 
as long as it leads to some clear deci-
sions and commitments by both the 
Congress and the White House. How-
ever, that is not a task for today. 
Today we pause to remember the crew 
of STS–107, to offer our condolences to 
all who loved them. 

I speak today not just as a Member of 
Congress, but as part of a community 
that firmly believes in what Rick Hus-
band and William McCool and Michael 
Anderson and David Brown and 
Kalpana Chawla and Laurel Blair and 
Ilan Ramon gave their lives for. 

On behalf of the Ninth District of 
Texas and the people of the Johnson 
Space Center and that community, I 
urge this country and this body to go 
forward, and I urge my colleagues to 
join us in support of H. Res. 507. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, on January 16, 2003, the 
Space Shuttle Columbia lifted off from 
Kennedy Space Center on a 16-day mis-
sion. The mission would take the Co-
lumbia seven astronauts on a journey of 
over 6 million miles. While in orbit the 
STS–107 conducted important micro-
gravity research in areas that would 
impact the lives of all mankind.
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Mr. Speaker, like many who live in 
north Texas, I was home in the district 
that weekend, and I will never forget 
the sonic boom, a sonic boom that was 
more felt than heard, that morning in 
north Texas. When Columbia broke up 
in the Texas sky on the morning of 
February 1, 2003, the seven astronauts 
aboard were 16 minutes from home, 16 
minutes from completion of a success-
ful mission, 16 minutes from once again 
seeing their loved ones. 

The final comm check to Columbia 
from mission control at Johnson Space 
Center went unanswered. The families 
awaiting the crew’s return at Kennedy 
were welcomed by an empty sky. 

For those looking up at the north 
Texas sky that morning, it was pain-
fully evident that something had gone 
terribly amiss. 

Today it is our duty to honor the 
seven brave astronauts who perished in 
the Shuttle Columbia accident a little 
over a year ago. The crew included 
Commander Rick Husband, Pilot Wil-
liam McCool, Payload Commander Mi-
chael Anderson, Mission Specialist 
David Brown, Mission Specialist 
Kalpana Chawla, Mission Specialist 
Laurel Blair Salton Clark, and Payload 
Specialist Ilan Ramon. 

Knowing full well the dangers of 
space flight, they faced them willingly. 
Because of their courage, we will miss 
them even more. 

During the past year NASA has un-
dergone a serious investigation in the 
causes of this accident. And over the 
last year the agency has learned from 
its tragedies as well as its triumphs. 
The recent success of the Mars Rovers, 
Spirit and Opportunity, show that the 
United States is a leader in space ex-
ploration. But we must remember that 
failures in this realm can often have 
very human consequences. Since the 
loss of Columbia, the President and 
Congress have been working to map 
out a clear mission for NASA and to re-
structure human space flight programs 
around that mission. As we continue 
this process, we cannot afford to forget 
the memories of the seven Columbia as-
tronauts that fateful day. 

Yesterday, the Administrator of 
NASA, Sean O’Keefe, dedicated a me-
morial to the Columbia astronauts at 
Arlington National Cemetery. In a 
place dedicated to fallen liberators and 
defenders of freedom, it is a fitting me-
morial to honor those who gave their 
lives in pursuit of knowledge and in 
pursuit of discovery. 

President Bush has said the cause of 
‘‘exploration and discovery is not an 
option that we choose. It is a desire 
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written into the human heart. We find 
the best among us, send them forth 
into unmapped darkness, and pray that 
they will return. They go in peace for 
all mankind and all mankind is in their 
debt.’’

Our sympathies go out to the griev-
ing families and, indeed, the sym-
pathies of this body and of a grateful 
Nation. It is an honor to stand here 
today to honor the sacrifices of these 
explorers. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
31⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Houston, Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), 
who represents many of the friends and 
family of the lost crew members of the 
STS–107. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) very much. And 
might I take a personal point of privi-
lege to congratulate the gentleman as 
the new ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Space and Aeronautics 
of our very great committee, the Com-
mittee on Science. 

Let me also thank the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) for his lead-
ership in allowing us to come to the 
floor today and join in a bipartisan 
manner of celebration but also com-
memoration. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support 
H. Res. 507 enthusiastically but with 
some sorrow and some recognition. 
Allow me to acknowledge that day as 
one of public and global shock. And so 
we continue to mourn publicly and 
globally, not just in the United States, 
but around the world. 

As my good friend and colleague said, 
these were our friends and neighbors, 
those of us who came from Houston. 
We knew them as they worshipped, as 
they have practiced their trade, but 
also as they played. So I rise in support 
of this resolution and commend my 
colleagues from Texas for taking the 
time to honor the crew of the Space 
Shuttle Columbia who lost their lives a 
year ago. 

When the Columbia went down the 
world lost a great symbol of human in-
genuity and creativity. Those of us 
from Houston, as I said, lost friends 
and neighbors and, of course, family 
members and brothers and sisters, 
mothers and fathers, aunts and uncles 
and a myriad of relationships. 

I would like to look back one more 
time on what we have lost, seven of 
humankind’s greatest heroes, Colonel 
Rick Husband, Lieutenant Colonel Mi-
chael Anderson, Commander Laurel 
Clark, Captain David Brown, Com-
mander William McCool, Dr. Kapana 
Chawla, and Colonel Ilan Ramon. 

Let me also acknowledge the thou-
sands upon thousands of NASA employ-
ees around the Nation. I know they 
mourn and I know they care as they 
are caring and mourning at this time. 

I also want to pay special respect to 
Mrs. Anderson and Mrs. Husband, who 
graced our presence on Sunday, Feb-
ruary 1, in their words and remarks at 
Grace Community Church, again, a 
place of honor for those two men, along 
with their colleagues where they at-
tended and where I was able to worship 
with them just a year ago as we hon-
ored and mourned those great fallen 
heroes. 

Those seven courageous explorers 
paid the ultimate price to improve our 
understanding of the universe, to ad-
vance our medical and engineering 
services, to keep the United States’ 
economy on the cutting edge of tech-
nology, and to inspire young and old. 

We look forward to this budgeting 
process where we hope the President 
will join us by using his economic and 
engine arm, if you will, to push the vi-
sion forward by the right appropria-
tions for what we may need to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I am also a proud co-
sponsor of this resolution as was noted. 
I thank the sponsors who are on the 
floor in joining with 238 of my other 
colleague who have joined me in co-
sponsoring the bill to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal posthumously to 
the seven members of the Columbia 
crew. 

I ask my colleagues to join us in 
signing on to this resolution, to give to 
the families a special Congressional 
Gold Medal that they can hold and pass 
down to their children and generations 
to come. 

This gold medal would honor the 
families of the crew members by 
awarding them this particular tribute, 
and it would also require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to make bronze dupli-
cates of that medal available for sale 
to the public to serve as an enduring 
reminder of the sacrifice of these brave 
pioneers. That means that they can 
have something that will add invest-
ment to the future of space. 

NASA is a source of dreams for our 
young and old alike, providing insights 
into the origins, destiny and wonder of 
our universe. In pursuing the noble 
goal of exploration, NASA also con-
ducts scientific space-based research, 
develops innovations that save lives, 
spur our economy and keep us on the 
cutting edge of technology. NASA has 
developed systems that make our sat-
ellites and communications infrastruc-
ture more reliable and less vulnerable 
to cyber-terrorism. 

NASA inspires young engineers and 
scientists. In essence, Mr. Speaker, 
NASA is worthy of our support. It is 
worthy of the vision. Let us support 
NASA as we go into 21st century.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this resolu-
tion, and commend my colleague from Texas 
for taking the time to honor the crew of Space 
Shuttle Columbia, who lost their lives a year 
ago. When the Columbia went down, the 
world lost a great symbol of human ingenuity 
and creativity. Those of us from Houston also 
lost friends and neighbors that day. I would 
like to look back one more time on what we 
have lost—seven of humankind’s greatest he-

roes: Colonel Rick Husband, Lieutenant Colo-
nel Michael Anderson, Commander Laurel 
Clark, Captain David Brown, Commander Wil-
liam McCool, Dr. Kapana Chawla, and Colonel 
Ilan Ramon. Those seven courageous explor-
ers paid the ultimate price to improve our un-
derstanding of the universe, to advance our 
medical and engineering sciences, to keep the 
United States economy on the cutting edge of 
technology, and to inspire young and old alike. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a proud cosponsor of this 
resolution, and would also like to thank Mr. 
BURGESS for joining with 238 other Members 
of Congress in cosponsoring a bill I have intro-
duced, which would posthumously award the 
seven members of the Columbia crew with the 
Congressional Gold Medal. It would honor the 
families of the crewmembers, but it would do 
more than that. It would also require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to make bronze dupli-
cates of that medal available for sale to the 
public, to serve as an enduring reminder of 
the sacrifice of those brave pioneers. I am 
sure sales of those medallions would more 
than pay for the cost of producing the Gold 
Medals. I hope to see that bill go forward 
soon, as we continue to focus on the Colum-
bia, what it meant to us, and what it means to 
our future. 

NASA is a source of dreams for our young 
and old alike, providing insights into the ori-
gins, destiny, and wonder, of our universe. In 
pursuing the noble goal of exploration, NASA 
also conducts scientific space-based research, 
develops innovations that save lives, spur on 
our economy, and keep us on the cutting edge 
of technology. NASA has developed systems 
that make our satellites and communications 
infrastructure more reliable and less vulner-
able to cyberterrorism. NASA inspires young 
engineers, scientists—and all sorts of people 
who want to a part of something truly great 
and noble—to push their minds to new levels 
of excellence. These people become role 
models for future generations of intellectual 
pioneers. 

The astronauts aboard the Columbia were 
of the highest caliber, exemplifying our Na-
tion’s pioneering ideals and always striving for 
excellence. They were skilled professionals, 
scientists, clinicians, and adventurers. They 
were family men and women, and we will 
cherish their contributions to our country and 
the world. The crew of the Columbia rep-
resented the diversity of our Nation, and our 
spirit of collaboration with other nations. 

We honor the seven members of the crew 
for their heroism and spirit. We pay tribute to 
the sacrifices made by these men and women 
on behalf of the country. They helped mankind 
reach new heights. As we look back with sor-
row on what we lost a year ago, I hope we 
can also celebrate the great accomplishments 
and spirit of the Columbia crew.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. BOEHLERT), the chairman of 
the Committee on Science. 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague from Texas for in-
troducing this resolution and for call-
ing attention to the memory of great 
Americans and an Israeli. 

Husband, McCool, Anderson, Brown, 
Chawla, Clark, Ramon, One year after 
their tragic deaths, their names remain 
seared in our national memory. 
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Of course, their loss is felt most deep-

ly by those who call them mother, fa-
ther, husband, wife, neighbor, friends; 
but they are an inspiration to us all. 
Their deaths have not been in vain. 
They have prompted young people to 
think about what they can be when 
they grow up and about how Americans 
take great risk in striving for great 
achievement. 

Our Nation’s space program is built 
on the dreams and aspirations of an ex-
ploring people willing to take risk. 
This Congress is proud of our explorers, 
those who have returned and those few 
whom fate has held back. 

With this resolution we honor the 
seven men and women who flew the 
Shuttle Columbia’s final fateful mis-
sion. They will never be forgotten. 
Their memory will live in the hearts 
and minds of all Americans, and ex-
plorers throughout the world will al-
ways think of them as they gaze to-
wards the heavens with wonder and 
amazement and awe.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Dallas, Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON), in whose district some of the 
shuttle actually came down. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, let me hasten to 
thank the leaders of this resolution 
and all of the cosponsors and our es-
teemed leaders of the committee. 

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 507, expressing the profound sor-
row of the House of Representatives on 
the anniversary of the accident that 
cost the lives of the crew of the Space 
Shuttle Columbia. 

Let me express my appreciation to 
all of the members of the committee 
that has been nonpartisan and cohesive 
in considering all of our concerns com-
ing before that esteemed committee. 

I am very certain that the lives of 
these people have not been lost in vain. 
This space exploration research pro-
gram has been one of the most success-
ful research programs in the history of 
our country. We know that because we 
have investigated, we have listened to 
reports that we will improve upon what 
caused this accident, and we can hope-
fully say that this will never happen 
again. 

Over 40 years ago the foresight of 
persons that came along before us 
caused us to get into this type of re-
search. We also owe those leaders some 
homage for their foresight, and I am 
hoping that we will then have the fore-
sight to continue the research. 

Human space exploration is inher-
ently risky. Distance, speed and envi-
ronment that cannot support human 
life combine to make human space 
flights particularly precarious. Unfor-
tunately, the world has new evidence of 
the dangers associated with space ex-
ploration. Millions watched as images 
of a singular, brilliant point of light in 
the sky became two, three and four 
points of light as the Space Shuttle Co-
lumbia broke apart over my home State 
of Texas and my hometown of Dallas. 

Today we honor these brave men and 
women on the anniversary of their 
fateful 16-day mission dedicated to re-
search in physical, life and space 
sciences. This most unfortunate and 
tragic loss of five men and two women, 
representing the faces of a diversity of 
races and nationalities, will be 
mourned for these great American he-
roes and heroines, and we will never 
forget the reasons why they were in 
space, exploring how we can make life 
better on this Earth. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. TURNER). I know that in East 
Texas thousands of people turned out 
to look for the remains of the shuttle 
and they came down in the district of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank my colleagues, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON), for 
sponsoring this resolution. 

It was one year ago that we all 
shared in the tragedy of the Space 
Shuttle Columbia. A team of seven as-
tronauts traveling back home from the 
frontier of outer space paid the ulti-
mate sacrifice as their spacecraft 
broke apart across the blue skies of 
East Texas. The seven who perished 
showed great patriotism and courage, 
serving our Nation in the field of the 
space exploration. 

The NASA astronaut corps is the 
very best and brightest of our Nation, 
men and women unafraid to strap 
themselves into a spacecraft and 
launch off into the unknown so that 
our Nation and our world can expand 
our knowledge and improve our well-
being. 

These astronauts were pursuing their 
dreams and ours. And when tragedy 
struck their ship, a Nation in grief 
united to show honor to their service. 
Over 25,000 workers and volunteers 
spent months searching through the 
woods and fields of East Texas, seeking 
to recover the Columbia and her crew. 
In towns like Hemphill, Rusk, 
Nacogdoches, San Augustine and 
Lufkin, the citizens of East Texas and 
my congressional district responded as 
did all citizens across America. 

East Texans are patriotic folks who 
are known to help a neighbor or friend 
in need. For weeks on end they combed 
through the thickets of the piney 
woods, they cooked meals, they 
brought in supplies, they gave shelter 
to those who came from all across 
America to help.

b 1445 
The NASA family became a part of 

the East Texas family, and they will 
always remain in our hearts. The scrip-
tures bring us solace and hope in times 
like these. The psalmist David wrote, 
‘‘The heavens declare the glory of God. 
The skies proclaim the work of His 
hands. Day after day, they pour forth 
speech. Night after night they display 
knowledge.’’ 

Today, we remember the crew of the 
Columbia and their legacy. We remem-
ber their sacrifice and honor their fam-
ily and friends who remain in our pray-
ers on this difficult anniversary. 

The seven brave astronauts who died 
would want us to look forward to the 
future with determination to press on. 
They would want us to uphold the mis-
sion of NASA in times of tragedy, as 
well as in times of triumph, and most 
of all, they would want us to keep 
reaching, to keep learning more, to ex-
plore more, to venture on into space 
for the benefit of all mankind. 

Today, we honor Colonel Rick Hus-
band, Commander William McCool, Dr. 
Kalpana Chawla, Dr. Laurel Clark, Dr. 
David Brown, Lieutenant Colonel Mi-
chael Anderson, Colonel Ilan Ramon. A 
grateful Nation will always remember, 
and in their memory, may we never 
cease to reach for the heavens. 

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DAVIS), my friend who was vis-
iting in Houston this weekend. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me the time. 

I rise today to join with my col-
leagues in remembering the loss of the 
seven astronauts aboard the Space 
Shuttle Columbia on February 1, 2003, 
as well as to express our heartfelt sym-
pathies to the families of Rick Hus-
band, commander; William C. McCool, 
pilot; Michael P. Anderson, payload 
commander; Kalpana Chawla, mission 
specialist; David M. Brown, mission 
specialist; Laurel B. Clark, mission 
specialist; and Ilan Ramon, payload 
specialist. 

The seven astronauts aboard the 
Space Shuttle Columbia were on a 16-
day scientific mission. The mission 
held the promise of answering sci-
entific problems that we confront here 
on earth. The lives and sacrifices of 
these seven men and women should be 
remembered. That is why last year I 
wrote a letter urging the United States 
Postal Service to design a stamp that 
would honor them and the space pro-
gram. 

The space program has meant a great 
deal to our Nation, and its benefits to 
mankind are enormous. The brave crew 
of the Shuttle Columbia was dis-
embarking from a mission which they 
believed in and loved doing. They are 
indeed fallen heroes who are held in 
high regard as role models for many 
children around the world who dream 
of going to space someday. 

Mr. Speaker, these men and women 
represented the best and the brightest 
of what America and the world has to 
offer. They were willing to go to the 
outer limits to explore for the benefit 
of all humanity. As Socrates said, 
‘‘Man must rise above the earth, to the 
top of the world, to the top of the at-
mosphere and beyond, for only thus 
will he fully understand the world in 
which he lives.’’

Once again, our heart goes out to the 
families and colleagues of these brave 
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men and women who gave the most 
that they had to offer; indeed their 
lives, for the cost of space.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Amer-
ican Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA). 

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I certainly want to extend my appre-
ciation and commendation to the man-
agers of this important legislation, 
commending the 1-year anniversary of 
this tragic event that occurred to these 
seven astronauts that represented our 
Nation. I was privileged to be a mem-
ber of the congressional delegation 
that personally visited Texas last year 
when we conducted a very special serv-
ice on behalf of these great Americans. 

I think if there is anything that I can 
remember well on this special service 
that was held last year was the fact of 
the diversity of these distinguished 
Americans. I recall one whose ancestry 
was from the country of India, and we 
had a gentleman also who was a former 
pilot representing the State of Israel, 
showing the idea that this is not just 
an American project. 

I think what this sacrifice extends in 
my understanding, and certainly my 
belief, is how much humanity that 
there was in the efforts and the sac-
rifices that these great people made 
and certainly I would like to extend 
my condolences and appreciation to 
the families of these seven astronauts 
who paid the ultimate price, giving of 
their lives for the betterment of this 
troubled world that we live in. 

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no more speakers 
at this time. I would just thank the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) 
for the work he has done on H. Res. 507. 
I urge my colleagues to join us in pas-
sage.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, on 
February 1, 2003, the tragic accident of the 
Space Shuttle Columbia took the lives of 
seven of our finest Americans. One year later, 
this sad event remains fresh in our minds, and 
we continue to share in the sorrow of those 
who lost their loved ones and family members 
that terrible day. 

Among the brave astronauts aboard the Co-
lumbia was Dr. Laurel Clark of Racine, Wis-
consin. All of those who knew Laurel were 
touched by her extraordinary life and are still 
coping with the pain that her absence has 
caused. It is very difficult to lose a mother, a 
wife, a daughter, a sister and a friend, and our 
thoughts should be with Laurel’s family and 
loved ones s they continue to honor her mem-
ory. 

Although Laurel Clark lived only 41 years on 
this earth, she was accomplished as a doctor, 
a scientist and a mother. She poured her en-
ergy into her many pursuits and showed us 
that with focus, passion and dedication, it is 
possible to achieve your dreams. Laurel also 
never forgot the importance of family, and it is 
impossible to quantify the joy that she brought 
to those closest to her. 

Unwavering in her efforts to improve the 
world, Laurel began with those around her. In 

the end, she made the ultimate sacrifice in the 
name of this cause, hoping that the scientific 
research she conducted in space could pro-
vide a better world for all humanity. As we 
honor the life of Laurel Clark, we must never 
forget the joy, happiness and everlasting inspi-
ration that she brought to the world, and we 
should strive to live our lives as she did.

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, words are not 
sufficient to describe how I felt on Saturday 
morning, February 1, 2003, when the Chair-
man of the Democratic Caucus announced 
that the Space Shuttle Columbia had gone 
down. My heartfelt sympathy goes out to the 
families and friends of the astronauts we lost. 
One year later, we remember and honor Co-
lumbia’s crew whose lives were precious to all 
Americans. 

As part of the positive legacy emanating 
from the Columbia space shuttle disaster, I 
want to take this opportunity to commend 
three Dorsey High School Students from my 
Congressional District—Atiabet Ijan Amabel, 
Cristina Mojarro, and Juan Carlos Ortega—for 
participating in the STARS Academy research 
mission which assisted the students, along 
with their counterparts from China, in formu-
lating and constructing a silk worm experiment 
that was placed aboard the shuttle. 

The STARS Academy is an online cultural 
and scientific global learning program. It incor-
porates a standards based curriculum in math, 
science, language arts, geography, and tech-
nology. On the STS–107 mission, schools 
from six countries developed life and physical 
sciences experiments, while working with as-
tronauts, space scientists, engineers, and 
other experts. For this mission the partici-
pating schools came from: Australia—Spider 
Experiment; Israel—Crystalline fiber growth; 
Japan—Medaka fish growth; USA—Syracuse 
Ants Experiment; Liechtenstein—Carpenter 
Bee Experiment; and China & USA—Silk 
Worm Experiment. 

Mr. Speaker, despite the tragic events, this 
is an historic moment for Dorsey High School 
and its students who participated in the silk-
worm experiment. Their projects and dedica-
tion to science are fitting honors to the astro-
nauts who lost their lives and an inspiration to 
all future space explorers.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my sorrow for the crew and family mem-
bers of the Space Shuttle Columbia disaster. 

While Sunday marked the one year anniver-
sary of the space shuttle tragedy, the memory 
and dedication of the Columbia crew must 
never be forgotten. The seven astronauts 
aboard the Space Shuttle Columbia—six 
American and one Israeli—exemplified the 
courage and commitment that have been the 
hallmark of America’s space program for dec-
ades. Their efforts to better understand the 
heavens and advance the cause of scientific 
discovery added greatly to our society and our 
Nation’s vision for the future. 

I am especially saddened by the loss of 
Flight Engineer and Mission Specialist Dr. 
Kalpana Chawla. K.C., as she was known by 
her friends and coworkers, received her mas-
ter’s of aerospace engineering degree from 
the University of Texas at Arlington in my 
Congressional District. 

A native of India, K.C. was the first woman 
from her country to enter space. Selected 
amongst thousands of applicants by NASA in 
1994, she never forgot her time in Arlington or 
her Indian roots. In fact, among some of the 

items that she took with her into space was a 
UTA T-shirt with ‘‘UT Arlington Aerospace En-
gineering’’ printed on one side and ‘‘As a mat-
ter of fact, I am a rocket scientist,’’ on the 
other. 

K.C. took great pride in her Indian roots. 
She believed her entry into space was a great 
accomplishment for her country and was im-
pressed by the level of support that her fellow 
Indians expressed for her. In a final e-mail that 
she sent to the students of her hometown 
school, she said: ‘‘The path from dreams to 
success does exist; may you have the vision 
to find it, the courage to get onto it and the 
perseverance to follow it. Wishing you a great 
journey.’’

As we stop to remember and reflect upon 
the life of Dr. Kalpana Chawla and her fellow 
crew members of Columbia, we must assure 
ourselves that their lives were not lost in vain. 
We must continue the mission to explore 
space and to educate the underprivileged 
about the mission that K.C. and her fellow as-
tronauts embarked upon. 

Mr. Speaker, my thoughts and prayers are 
with the families of all the astronauts as they 
continue to mourn the loss of these amazing 
heroes.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to honor the crew of Columbia. The 
names Rick Husband, William McCool, Mi-
chael Anderson, Kalpana Chawla, David 
Brown, Laurel Clark and Ilan Ramon will now 
forever be linked to the risks and rewards of 
exploring the frontier. They were all extraor-
dinary people. 

Rick Husband. A man of strong faith in God. 
A man who dreamed of taking part in space 
travel since his childhood in Amarillo, Texas. A 
family man, committed to his community. He 
set the highest of standards for us all. 

William McCool. A man who personified ex-
cellence in all he did. From San Diego, since 
the earliest age, he dreamed of flying and fol-
lowed his dream with an unending fount of en-
ergy and skill. While gifted, he never showed 
any hubris; in fact, he was always humble—
something we all could learn from. 

Michael Anderson. From Pittsburgh, he had 
a drive uncommon to most people. He loved 
science and learning. He followed his passion 
for science. This led him to NASA and space 
flight. He knew his responsibility as an astro-
naut and took every opportunity to talk to 
schoolchildren about the excitement and value 
of space exploration. 

Kalpana Chawla. She lived a uniquely 
American life. Born and raised in India, she 
came to America as an immigrant. She 
worked hard and studied engineering and 
science. She became an American citizen and 
from there became an astronaut. She made 
her home nation and her adopted nation proud 
of her in all that she did. 

David Brown. Truly a man for all seasons. 
He was a physician, a Navy pilot, and member 
of the astronaut corp. Everything he set out to 
do, he accomplished. He had many other 
goals he was anxious to accomplish after this 
mission was completed. 

Laurel Clark. A wife. A mother. A physician. 
An astronaut. She was aware of what a spe-
cial honor it was to be selected to fly in space. 
She was thankful for the special opportunity 
that she had. She lived life to the fullest. She 
enjoyed scuba diving and flying airplanes. Ev-
erything she did, she loved. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:35 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\K03FE7.023 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H263February 3, 2004
Ilan Ramon. The first Israeli in space. A 

dedicated and brave pilot. The son of Holo-
caust survivor. He is an inspiration to a small, 
determined nation. 

Commander Husband, on the evening be-
fore they launched, shared with his crew and 
their families, his favorite passage from the 
book of Joshua. This is instructive for all of us 
as we reflect on this tragedy: ‘‘Be strong and 
courageous, because you will lead these peo-
ple to inherit the land I swore to their fore-
fathers to give them. Be strong and very cou-
rageous. Be careful to obey all the law my 
servant Moses gave you; do not turn from it to 
the right or to the left, that you may be suc-
cessful wherever you go. Do not let this Book 
of the Law depart from your mouth; meditate 
on it day and night, so that you may be careful 
to do everything written in it. Then you will be 
prosperous and successful. Have I not com-
manded you? Be strong and courageous. Do 
not be terrified; do not be discouraged, for the 
Lord your God will be with you wherever you 
go.’’

That is where we are as a nation right now. 
We live in a dangerous world with many chal-
lenges facing us. The measure of a truly great 
nation is one that can face down its chal-
lenges on earth and excell and lead the world 
to a higher level. 

That is why we have NASA and why we 
must recommit ourselves, now more than 
ever, to the dream and adventure of human 
space flight that was such a part of the lives 
of these brave men and women. 

How we decided to respond to this tragedy 
will be judged very closely by many genera-
tions that come after us. I am proud to say 
that the President has risen to the occasion 
and has charted a bold new exploration initia-
tive. We cannot let future generations down 
and walk away from our destiny in space. The 
Columbia 7 will be memorialized by a great, 
strong, robust return to space by America.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to join my colleagues and our Nation in re-
membering the Columbia space shuttle trag-
edy of one year ago. The people of Guam join 
their fellow Americans today in remembrance, 
prayer, and tribute for the crew of STS–107 
and all that they stood for and represented in 
their careers and lives. 

Michael Anderson, David Brown, Kalpana 
Chawla, Laurel Clark, Rick Husband, Willie 
McCool, and Ilan Ramon were many different 
things to many different people. They were 
mothers and fathers, wives and husbands, 
daughters and sons, teachers and friends. 
There is one thing, however, that unites them 
all. They are all heroes in the truest sense of 
the word. Today, we reflect upon their lives 
and the qualities that they embodied. We draw 
our strength and resolve from the example 
they set and we remain committed to our na-
tion’s space program in their honor and be-
cause of what they have taught us. 

Guam remembers today Commander Willie 
McCool, who piloted the Columbia on that 
fateful day one year ago. Commander McCool 
lived in Guam while his father served as a 
Navy pilot and attended Dededo Middle 
School and John F. Kennedy High School. He 
later married Lani Vallejos of Dededo, Guam. 
While America lost a hero, Guam lost a son in 
the aftermath of the Columbia tragedy. Today 
I extend my prayers and thoughts to his wife 
Lani, their children, Sean, Christopher, and 
Cameron, and their extended family in Guam. 

I also extend my prayers and thoughts to his 
parents, Barry and Audrey McCool, and to his 
father and mother-in-law, Albert and Atilana 
Vallejos, of Dededo, Guam. 

My first bill in Congress was H.R. 672, 
which renamed the Guam South Elementary/
Middle School of the Department of Defense 
Domestic Dependents Elementary and Sec-
ondary Schools System in honor of Com-
mander McCool. President Bush signed this 
bill into law on April 22, 2003 and on August 
29, 2003 the school was dedicated in his 
honor during an emotional ceremony attended 
by family, military officials, government dig-
nitaries and fellow astronauts Piers Sellers 
and Stephanie Wilson. At this ceremony, 
Guam Governor Felix Camacho posthumously 
bestowed upon Commander McCool the An-
cient Order of the Chamorri, the highest award 
given on behalf of the people of Guam in rec-
ognition of substantial contributions to the bet-
terment of society. Commander McCool’s bea-
con of light will continue to shine and inspire 
young and old alike to look towards the stars 
and dream big dreams. 

Commander McCool blessed our island and 
indeed our country with his passion, intellect, 
and purpose. The people of Guam are proud 
to call him one of our own and will always re-
member him as a role model for our children. 
The inspiration Commander McCool has been 
to our people is something that will not fade 
and that can never be taken away. This past 
weekend the people of Guam gathered in the 
Dulce Nombre de Maria Cathedral Basilica in 
our capital city of Hagåtña to pay tribute to 
Commander McCool and the Columbia crew, 
to recall their accomplishments, and to pray 
for their families. 

In remembering Commander McCool I am 
always touched by a poem he wrote while at-
tending Dededo Middle School in Guam. 
Reading the poem today, it has an eerie qual-
ity that shows not only his love of Guam, but 
a glimpse into his future career as an astro-
naut:
I came to an island in the middle of the sea, 
It was so nice that I jumped for glee. 
There are palm trees, coconuts, and bananas 

too, 
Plus birds and fish so unbelievable but true.

It is so nice that no one can complain. 
But he who does must be insane. 
This is such a nice and beautiful place, 
You’d think it was heaven—or outer space.

He signed this poem, ‘‘William ‘Willie’ 
McCool, Dededo beep! beep! Roadrunner,’’ 
referring to his school’s mascot. 

Let us always remember Willie’s devotion to 
his family, to the people of Guam, to our coun-
try, and to the betterment of the world. I thank 
my colleague, Mr. BURGESS, for offering this 
resolution today. God Bless the Columbia 
crew and their families.

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BURGESS) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 507. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 

those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

CORRECTING TECHNICAL ERRORS 
IN ENROLLMENT OF S. 610, NASA 
FLEXIBILITY ACT OF 2003. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 354) 
to correct technical errors in the en-
rollment of the bill S. 610, and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the concurrent reso-

lution, as follows:
H. CON. RES. 354

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That, in the enrollment of 
the bill (S. 610) to amend the provision of 
title 5, United States Code, to provide for 
workforce flexibilities and certain Federal 
personnel provisions relating to the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, and 
for other purposes, the Secretary of the Sen-
ate shall make the following corrections: 

(1) Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An Act 
to amend the provisions of title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for workforce flexi-
bilities and certain Federal personnel provi-
sions relating to the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, and for other pur-
poses.’’. 

(2) In section 1, strike ‘‘2003’’ and insert 
‘‘2004’’. 

(3) In section 3(b), strike ‘‘by adding at the 
end’’ and insert ‘‘by inserting after the item 
relating to chapter 97’’.

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE RE-
GARDING PRISONERS OF CON-
SCIENCE BY CHINESE GOVERN-
MENT FOR THEIR INVOLVEMENT 
IN EFFORTS TO END CHINESE 
OCCUPATION OF TIBET 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 157) expressing the sense 
of the House of Representatives regard-
ing several individuals who are being 
held as prisoners of conscience by the 
Chinese Government for their involve-
ment in efforts to end the Chinese oc-
cupation of Tibet. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 157

Whereas for more than 1,000 years Tibet 
has maintained a sovereign national identity 
that is distinct from the national identity of 
China; 

Whereas armed forces of the People’s Re-
public of China invaded Tibet in 1949 and 1950 
and have occupied it since then; 
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Whereas according to the United States 

Department of State and international 
human rights organizations, the Government 
of the People’s Republic of China continues 
to commit widespread and well-documented 
human rights abuses in China and Tibet; 

Whereas the People’s Republic of China has 
yet to demonstrate its willingness to abide 
by internationally accepted norms of free-
dom of belief, expression, and association by 
repealing or amending laws and decrees that 
restrict those freedoms; 

Whereas the Chinese Government has de-
tained hundreds of Tibetan nuns, monks and 
lay persons as prisoners of conscience for 
their efforts in speaking out against the Chi-
nese occupation of Tibet; 

Whereas on October 14, 1989, Phuntsog 
Nyidron, a Tibetan Buddhist nun, and 5 other 
nuns from the Michungri Nunnery were ar-
rested in Lhasa after chanting some slogans 
and marching in a procession as part of a 
peaceful demonstration that they organized 
to protest the Chinese occupation of Tibet; 

Whereas Phuntsog Nyidron and the other 
nuns were kicked, beaten and given electric 
shocks on their hands, shoulders, breasts, 
tongue, and face while in Chinese custody; 

Whereas in 1993, Phuntsog Nyidron and 13 
other nuns secretly recorded songs about Ti-
betan independence and smuggled the re-
cordings out of Drapchi prison; 

Whereas the Chinese Government charged 
Phuntsog Nyidron with ‘‘spreading counter-
revolutionary propaganda’’ for her role in re-
cording and smuggling out the taped songs 
and, on October 9, 1993, extended her prison 
sentence to 17 years, one of the longest re-
ported sentences of any female Tibetan po-
litical prisoner; 

Whereas Phuntsog Nyidron was awarded 
the Reebok Human Rights Award in 1995; 

Whereas Phuntsog Nyidron is just one of 
many individuals whom the Chinese Govern-
ment has held as a prisoner of conscience; 

Whereas the Chinese Government con-
tinues to imprison individuals as prisoners of 
conscience for their involvement in peaceful 
protests against the brutal Chinese occupa-
tion of Tibet; and 

Whereas the Chinese Government con-
tinues to exert control over religious and 
cultural institutions in Tibet, abusing 
human rights through torture, arbitrary ar-
rest, and detention without public trial of 
Tibetans who peacefully expressed their po-
litical or religious views: Now, therefore, be 
it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China should, as a 
gesture of goodwill and in order to promote 
human rights, immediately release all pris-
oners of conscience, including Phuntsog 
Nyidron.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
resolution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 

I would like to begin by commending 
my colleague, the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL), for sponsoring 
this resolution; and this resolution ex-
presses the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives regarding individuals 
being held as prisoners of conscience by 
the Chinese Government for their in-
volvement in efforts to end the Chinese 
occupation of Tibet. It calls for the 
Chinese Government to release all its 
prisoners of conscience. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution notes 
that the United States Department of 
State and international human rights 
organizations have documented con-
tinuing and widespread human rights 
violations committed by the Chinese 
Government throughout China and 
throughout Tibet. This resolution spe-
cifically highlights the plight of im-
prisoned Tibetan nun Phuntsog 
Nyidron who was arrested along with 
five other nuns back in 1989 for peace-
fully demonstrating against China’s oc-
cupation of Tibet. She was beaten and 
she was tortured for her peaceful pro-
test, and further, her prison sentence 
was extended when she and 13 other 
nuns secretly recorded and smuggled 
out of Drapchi prison songs of Tibetan 
independence. 

Her continued defiance of the Chinese 
Government earned her one of the 
longest reported prison sentences of 
any female Tibetan political prisoner, 
and, Mr. Speaker, she continues to lan-
guish in prison. What is more, she is 
hardly alone. 

This resolution notes that the Chi-
nese Government has detained hun-
dreds of Tibetan nuns and hundreds of 
monks and laypersons as prisoners of 
conscience for one crime, and that is 
speaking out against the Chinese gov-
ernment’s occupation. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States 
House of Representatives has a long 
tradition of being a voice for the voice-
less. The United States House of Rep-
resentatives has a long tradition of 
being a champion for the oppressed, 
and, Mr. Speaker, this body has a long 
tradition of leading the charge for 
human rights, and I encourage my col-
leagues to support this H. Res. 157.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to commend my good friend, the 
gentleman from California, for being 
the manager of this legislation on the 
majority side. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this resolution, and I would first like 
to commend my good friend and col-
league, the gentleman from New Mex-
ico (Mr. UDALL), for his leadership on 
this Tibet issue and for his introduc-
tion of this important resolution. 

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), the 

chairman of the House Committee on 
International Relations, for allowing 
this resolution to move to the floor and 
also the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LANTOS), our senior Democratic 
ranking member, for his support of this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bipartisan 
piece of legislation. The resolution be-
fore the House is not the first expres-
sion of Congress’ great concern regard-
ing the treatment of Tibetans by the 
Chinese Government. Two years ago, 
Congress overwhelmingly approved the 
Tibet Policy Act, and we have also con-
sidered several resolutions regarding 
the lack of political and religious free-
dom in Tibet, but as Congress debated 
these larger policy matters, it was easy 
to lose sight of the impact of Chinese 
repression on individual Tibetans. To 
understand the brutality of Chinese 
rule in Tibet, we need to put a human 
face on it. 

The Udall resolution accomplishes 
this important task by calling atten-
tion to the case of Phuntsog Nyidron, a 
Tibetan nun who is the longest sur-
viving female political prisoner in 
Tibet. 

What was Phuntsog Nyidron’s crime? 
Three days after learning that His Ho-
liness the Dalai Lama was awarded the 
Nobel Peace Prize, she led five other 
nuns in a protest in downtown Lhasa 
against the Chinese occupation of 
Tibet. Instead of ignoring these peace-
ful protests, Chinese authorities ar-
rested the nuns and subjected them to 
horrific torture. 

Phuntsog Nyidron and her fellow 
nuns were kicked, beaten, and given 
electric shocks all over their bodies. 
They were strung up by their hands 
and beaten with an iron rod, all this 
because they were unhappy with the 
Chinese occupation of Tibet and dared 
to speak their minds. 

Mr. Speaker, even torture would not 
silence Phuntsog Nyidron. In 1993 
Phuntsog Nyidron and 13 other impris-
oned nuns secretly recorded songs 
about Tibetan independence and smug-
gled their recordings out of prison. In 
one song, the nun thanked, ‘‘all of you 
outside who have done all that you can 
for us in prison. We will never forget 
you.’’

b 1500 

In another song, the nuns sang of 
being ‘‘beaten and treated brutally, but 
this will never change the Tibetan peo-
ple’s perseverance.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, when the Chinese Gov-
ernment found out about these songs, 
they extended the sentence of 
Phuntsog Nyidron to 17 years because 
she was ‘‘spreading counterrevolution-
ary propaganda.’’ Mr. Speaker, sen-
tencing a Tibetan nun to 17 years in 
prison for peacefully protesting the 
treatment of Tibetans and making a 
musical tape to expose prison condi-
tions is absolutely outrageous, in my 
humble opinion, and a violation of 
every international human rights trea-
ty to which China is a party. 
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Today, Mr. Speaker, we in the House 

are sending a signal to Phuntsog 
Nyidron that we have not forgotten 
her, her fellow nuns, and China’s other 
fellow prisoners of conscience. We are 
signaling to the Chinese Government 
that it is time to release Phuntsog 
Nyidron and other prisoners of con-
science as a humanitarian gesture, par-
ticularly as China celebrates the Lunar 
New Year. 

Today, we are celebrating the perse-
verance of the Tibetan people who have 
suffered enormous repression and dep-
rivation over the last 50 years. The Ti-
betan people will one day regain their 
freedom, and those who languish in 
Chinese prisons for opposing Chinese 
rule in Tibet will be celebrated as he-
roes. 

Mr. Speaker, years ago it was my 
privilege to accompany our former 
chairman of the House Committee on 
International Relations, my good 
friend and the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Ben Gilman, also an out-
standing leader of our Nation who was 
a great advocate of human rights 
throughout the world. We traveled to 
the town of Dharmsala in India, where 
the Dalai Lama and his Tibetan fol-
lowers live since they were driven out 
of Tibet by Chinese authorities. To this 
day, I will never forget the privilege of 
meeting with the Dalai Lama and the 
good people of Tibet who are currently 
living in this town of Dharmsala in 
India. 

The situation between the people of 
Tibet and China is not an easy matter 
to resolve, but we certainly should ex-
press our grave concerns with the way 
the people of Tibet are treated by the 
Chinese Government. At this time I 
will not get into the debate as to 
whether the Tibetans are of Chinese 
ancestry and if at one time or another 
Tibet was part of the Chinese empire 
centuries ago. Of paramount impor-
tance is our concern for the inhumane 
treatment of our fellow human beings 
anywhere on this planet, the very rea-
son why this resolution is important to 
note the will of this body before our 
Nation and to the world. 

Mr. Speaker, the great people of 
Tibet truly appreciate and know the 
meaning of freedom because they are 
not free, and so I urge my colleagues to 
support House Resolution 157.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL), the author of this 
resolution. 

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased today to rise in 
support of my bill, House Resolution 
157, which calls on China to release its 
Tibetan prisoners of conscience. I 
would like to thank the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS), 
the chairman and ranking member of 

the Committee on International Rela-
tions, for moving this bill to the House 
floor today. 

Around 100 political prisoners remain 
behind bars in the Drapchi prison in 
Lhasa, the most notorious Chinese 
prison in Tibet. I was lucky enough 
last fall to meet one of Drapchi’s most 
recently released political prisoners. 
Ngawang Sangdrol was her name. This 
humble remarkable young woman sur-
vived 11 years of torture and depriva-
tion in prison before she reached her 
21st birthday. She was released from 
prison in 2002 and was allowed to travel 
to the United States for medical treat-
ment in March of 2003. 

Despite the horrific treatment she 
suffered in prison, her spirit was never 
broken and her dedication to the cause 
of Tibetan freedom never flagged. The 
horrific treatment that Ngawang 
Sangdrol experienced in prison is un-
imaginable to most of us. She recalls 
being made to stare at the sun while 
holding newspapers under her arms and 
between her knees. If the newspapers 
fell, she would be beaten. She was elec-
trocuted with a baton and was made to 
run with her arms behind her while 
stones were thrown at her. 

When I asked this young woman, who 
had been through so much, what the 
worst day of her imprisonment was, 
she responded she had no answer; ‘‘they 
were all the worst day of my life,’’ she 
said. 

Many of the Tibetan nuns and monks 
who suffered along with Ngawang 
Sangdrol remain in Drapchi prison 
today. Mentioned explicitly in this res-
olution is a nun by the name of 
Phuntsog Nyidron. This 34-year-old Ti-
betan nun is the longest serving female 
political prisoner in Tibet. She was 
only 20 years old when she was arrested 
in 1989 for taking part in a peaceful 
protest. Her sentence was extended in 
1993 when she and 13 other nuns re-
corded and smuggled out of prison 
songs about their love for their coun-
try, their people, and His Holiness the 
Dalai Lama. 

The Tibetans are a peace loving and 
resilient people, and even under the 
Chinese occupation they have been able 
to retain their culture outside Tibet’s 
borders. In my district in New Mexico 
I enjoy having a significant group of 
Tibetan refugees as constituents. It is 
these Tibetans and the people who care 
about them who led to this resolution’s 
introduction and its eventual passage. 

This resolution also comes at a cru-
cial time in the treatment of Tibetan 
refugees elsewhere. After the Nepalese 
government handed over 18 Tibetan ref-
ugees to the Chinese Government last 
summer, the U.S. Congress put signifi-
cant pressure on them to issue an offi-
cial policy stating that it would not 
happen again. We now know defini-
tively that at least two of the Tibetans 
who were given to the Chinese authori-
ties were thrown in prison, whereupon 
they were tortured. However, even 
after the Nepalese government issued 
its new policy, reports continue to sur-

face that they are handing over Ti-
betan refugees to the Chinese. This is 
unacceptable. I take this opportunity 
not only to call on the Chinese Govern-
ment to release its political prisoners 
but also to tell the Nepalese govern-
ment that the United States takes very 
seriously the welfare of Tibetan refu-
gees everywhere. 

With the passage of this resolution 
today, we send a message to the Chi-
nese Government that we have not 
turned a blind eye to Tibet. Quite the 
contrary. We closely monitor what oc-
curs in Tibet and will continue to do 
so. And with that we call on the Chi-
nese to release its political prisoners 
out of good will and responsibility. 

There is a poem by His Holiness the 
14th Dalai Lama that ends: ‘‘Work for 
peace in your heart and in the world 
work for peace. And I say again never 
give up. No matter what is going on, 
never give up.’’

It is with this sentiment that I urge 
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant resolution. There is credible evi-
dence that international action on be-
half of prisoners in China improves 
their situation. Since 2002, nine polit-
ical prisoners have been released from 
prison as a result of international pres-
sure. 

On behalf of Phuntsog Nyidron and 
her fellow prisoners who are being so 
unjustly treated, please join me in vot-
ing in favor of House Resolution 157. I 
thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROYCE) for his assistance in this 
matter and all the other Members the 
bipartisan group of Members that are a 
part of this resolution.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I would make the observa-
tion that Tibet has been under Beijing 
rule since 1949, when it was invaded 
and at that time incorporated into 
China. In 1959, the Dalai Lama fled in 
exile to India, and he fled with tens of 
thousands of his followers. 

The Dalai Lama has shed daylight 
over the years on many human rights 
violations. More than 1 million Tibet-
ans have died under the Chinese occu-
pation as a result of torture and as a 
result of starvation and as a result of 
execution. 

No nation is exempt from the de-
mands of human dignity. I should note 
that this House has a notable record 
when it comes to Tibet. The cochair-
men of the Human Rights Caucus, the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS), have been instrumental in 
this effort. Last year, the Dalai Lama 
gave the keynote address to the Human 
Rights Caucus to recognize the 20th an-
niversary of our Human Rights Caucus 
here. 

The People’s Republic of China has 
yet to demonstrate its willingness to 
abide by internationally accepted 
norms of freedom in terms of freedom 
of belief, or freedom of expression, or 
freedom of association. China is still 
holding hundreds of political prisoners 
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of conscience for peaceful protests 
against the Chinese occupation. 

Seventeen years of additional sen-
tence for singing a Tibetan song in 
prison is truly draconian, but it is not 
atypical of the treatment of those who 
try to keep their culture alive or those 
who try to keep their religion alive; 
nor are the tortures catalogued here 
today by the gentleman from New Mex-
ico (Mr. UDALL), nor are those tortures 
atypical of what we have heard in com-
mittee about the condition that goes 
on in those prisons. That is why this 
resolution is so important. 

The human rights violations, the ar-
bitrary arrests, the detention without 
public trial of Tibetans who peacefully 
express their political or religious 
views must come to an end, and I urge 
my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I know the distin-
guished minority leader would have 
loved to be here this morning to ex-
press her views on this very important 
issue, but she is necessarily otherwise 
obligated and will submit a statement 
for the record on this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, again I commend my 
good friend from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) for his comments. Over the 
years, both of us, as members of the 
Committee on International Relations, 
know that the issue of Tibet has al-
ways been one of those issues that we 
want to address forthrightly, but then 
there is always this idea or the re-
sponse from the Chinese Government 
saying, well, this is really an internal 
affair kind of thing and, therefore, it is 
not any other country’s business. I 
wonder if my good friend from Cali-
fornia agrees with this statement being 
the response of our Chinese friends. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. I yield to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. ROYCE. In point of fact, Mr. 
Speaker, I would be happy to respond 
that China invaded Tibet in 1949 and 
subjugated its people. So for the gov-
ernment of Beijing to now say this is 
an internal matter, first there are two 
points here: First of all, they are 
claiming it is an internal matter be-
cause they subjugated an indigenous 
people in Tibet and then systemati-
cally killed over a million Tibetans 
and then moved people from mainland 
China into the Tibetan communities in 
order to try to erase a culture. 

Secondarily, even if this was action 
taking place in Beijing itself, we would 
be speaking out. Why? Because there 
are certain fundamental standards of 
human rights when it comes to free-
dom of religion and freedom of speech. 
And when we have things as egregious 
as a young woman who is a nun, who is 
tortured and sent to prison for an addi-
tional 17 years for singing a cultural 

song about Tibetan heritage, that is so 
outrageous that the international com-
munity would speak out regardless of 
what country that crime against hu-
manity occurred in. And this is truly 
criminal activity. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
reclaiming my time, I thank my good 
friend for his edification and certainly 
providing a better understanding for 
our colleagues on this important issue. 

I also want to thank my good friend, 
the gentleman from New Mexico, not 
only for his initiative but for his lead-
ership in bringing this resolution for 
the Members to discuss. And I cer-
tainly would like to emphasize again 
that we need to support and to pass 
this legislation to send a clear message 
to the Chinese Government that this is 
not acceptable and we should do this at 
all costs.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of H. Res. 157 
which sheds light on the prisoners of con-
science being held by the Chinese Govern-
ment. These peaceful prisoners’ only crimes 
were to speak out against the Chinese occu-
pation of their homeland in Tibet. I would like 
to thank my distinguished colleague Mr. UDALL 
for bringing this ongoing matter to the floor of 
this body. We can not ignore the plight of the 
Tibetan people while giving tacit support to the 
Chinese Government. 

One of the great marks of our Nation has 
been as a protector of human rights through-
out the world. I recognize we may not be able 
to stop all international violations of human 
rights, but we certainly can not look the other 
way as the world’s most populous nation bla-
tantly occupies a peaceful country. For more 
than 50 years the Chinese Government has 
imposed its will on the people of Tibet. The Ti-
betan people have been unable to enjoy even 
the most basic rights under this Chinese occu-
pation. Tibet had existed as a sovereign na-
tion distinct from Chinese identity for over a 
thousand years. It was a nation that gave birth 
to the Buddhist faith and acted as the spiritual 
center for many people throughout the world. 
Now the people of Tibet can not even practice 
their own faith without fear of persecution. If 
we say we value human rights even a little bit 
how can we allow this deliberate oppression to 
continue?

The prisoners of conscience being dis-
cussed in this resolution are a prime example 
of the kind of injustice that is inflicted on the 
peaceful Tibetan people. On October 14, 
1989, Phuntsog Nyidron, a Tibetan Buddhist 
nun, and 5 other nuns from the Michungri 
Nunnery were arrested in Lhasa after chanting 
some slogans and marching in a procession 
as part of a peaceful demonstration that they 
organized to protest the Chinese occupation of 
Tibet. Their only real crime being that they be-
lieved they had the right to expression. Their 
only expression being their belief that Tibet 
deserved not to be occupied. Again I ask, how 
can we allow ourselves as a body to look the 
other way while this oppression continues to 
take place? Even in our darkest days as a na-
tion we allowed the freedom of protest as long 
as it was peaceful. In the face of brutal op-
pression the Tibetan people have been noth-
ing if not peaceful. So many Tibetans includ-
ing the Dalai Lama have been forced in to 
exile, and still their message is one of peace. 

These brave people of Tibet pose no physical 
threat to China; instead it is their stoic reso-
luteness to obtain their rights that frightens the 
Chinese Government. 

Phuntsog Nyidron is the latest in the line of 
Tibetan leaders who have been imprisoned 
simply because they dared to voice their op-
position to the Chinese occupation of their 
homeland. Let’s not forget that Ms. Nyidron 
and those who were arrested with her were 
nuns. Since when have nuns become such a 
great threat to a government that they must be 
thrown in to prison and tortured? Since 1989 
Ms. Nyidron has been subjected to torture and 
ill-treatment in the notorious Drapchi Prison 
which houses all female political prisoners. In 
1993 Ms. Nyidron had her sentence extended 
to seventeen years simply because she and 
thirteen other nuns had secretly recorded 
songs about Tibetan independence and smug-
gled the recordings out of Drapchi prison. 
Once again I ask, where is the great threat to 
the Chinese government that requires a 
peaceful nun to be imprisoned for seventeen 
years? We now know that there are profound 
concerns for Ms. Nyidron’s health as she is
known to have liver, stomach and kidney prob-
lems which have no doubt been exacerbated 
by her brutal treatment in prison. It seems like-
ly that the Chinese Government will be more 
than content to allow her to die in prison. The 
point of her imprisonment is not to eliminate a 
dangerous or threatening person, but instead 
to send a message to every other Tibetan that 
not only must they suffer Chinese occupation, 
but that they must do so in silence. This, Mr. 
Speaker, is unacceptable. 

I call on every Member of this body to sup-
port this resolution. Let us send a message to 
every Tibetan who lives in fear that they have 
an ally in their struggle for their rights. Let us 
also send a message to the Chinese Govern-
ment that the United States of America still 
holds the banner as the international protector 
of human rights and that we will not turn a 
blind eye to the open and vicious oppression 
of the Tibetan people. For more than fifty 
years they have endured this occupation with 
great dignity and an enduring faith. They are 
a living testament to the fact that brutality can-
not crush the spirit of even the most op-
pressed people. I ask the Chinese people to 
come to the aid of these great human rights 
proponents. I hope the Chinese government 
will see fit to listen. I look forward to that dia-
logue.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H. Res. 157, calling 
on the government of the People’s Republic of 
China to release all prisoners of conscience, 
including Phuntsog Nyidron, a Tibetan nun 
who is currently the longest serving Tibetan 
political prisoner in China. 

We know that the brutal regime in China 
has detained hundreds of Tibetan nuns, 
monks, and laypersons for speaking out 
against the Chinese occupation of Tibet. In the 
last session of Congress, I sponsored a reso-
lution calling on the PRC to release the Pan-
chen Lama, who is held in high esteem in Ti-
betan culture as the teacher of the Dali Lama. 
The Panchen Lama was abducted nearly 10 
years ago at age 5. Today, his whereabouts 
remains unknown. 

This regime has been and continues to be 
relentless in squelching the voices of peaceful 
dissident. However, even in prison, these 
voices have been heard. In 1993 Phuntsog 
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Nyidron and 13 other nuns sang and recorded 
songs about the plight of the Tibetan people 
that were smuggled out of Draphci prison, in-
spiring those working for peaceful change. Her 
prison sentence was extended for 8 years be-
cause of the recording. In 1998 it was re-
ported that she was badly beaten after trying 
to protect another prisoner and that she is in 
poor health. 

Phuntsog Nyidron is a peaceful advocate for 
change who should be released immediately 
along with the hundreds of other of prisoners 
of conscience in China. Although we lack spe-
cific information on each case, we know that 
many other Tibetans are mistreated in Chi-
nese prisons as well. Even though China rati-
fied the U.N. Convention against Torture in 
1988, it has been reported that more than 70 
Tibetans have died as a direct result of torture 
and inhumane treatment in Chinese prisons. 

We must not forget the many other ethnic 
and religious groups and political dissident 
persecuted in the PRC today. Serious human 
rights abuses are carried out against the Falun 
Gong, Uighur Muslims, Protestants, and 
Catholics are well documented in State De-
partment Reports on Human Rights and Reli-
gious Freedom. 

We know that opponents of the regime con-
tinue to be unjustly imprisoned and that 
women continue to be subject to forced abor-
tions. We also know that the government con-
tinues to violate international law through forc-
ibly deporting thousands of North Koreans, 
many of whom are subsequently placed and 
concentration camps where they face persecu-
tion and death. 

As both our administration and other world 
leaders prepare for the annual U.N. Commis-
sion on Human Rights in Geneva, I along with 
many of my colleagues, strongly believe that a 
strong resolution on human rights in China 
should be introduced and passed. Given con-
tinued and systematic human rights abuses 
carried out by the regime, anything less would 
be simply inexcusable. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to strongly 
support passage of this resolution. I call upon 
the regime in Bejing to release Phuntsog 
Nyidron and the hundreds of others of political 
prisoners languishing in China’s prisons. And 
I strongly urge our Administration and other 
governments to work towards the introduction 
and passage of a human rights resolution in 
Geneva.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of House Resolution 157, which urges 
the Chinese Government to release all pris-
oners held for exercising their fundamental 
rights to freedom of expression, belief, or as-
sociation. 

Thank you, Congressman TOM UDALL for 
taking the lead in introducing this resolution 
and for all of your efforts for the people of 
Tibet. I am proud to be a co-sponsor. 

The Chinese Government continues to im-
pose severely repressive measures against 
any display of support for an independent 
Tibet. We know the facts. The State Depart-
ment’s Annual Country Report on Human 
Rights states ‘‘. . . [Chinese] authorities con-
tinued to commit serious human rights abuses, 
including instances of torture, arbitrary arrest, 
detention without public trial, and lengthy de-
tention of Tibetan nationalists for peacefully 
expressing their political or religious views.’’

We know that more than 1 million Tibetans 
have died under the Chinese occupation. 

More than 6,000 monasteries and irreplace-
able jewels of Tibetan culture have been de-
stroyed. Tibetans are routinely imprisoned and 
tortured for non-violently expressing their 
views. Beatings, prolonged exposure to ex-
treme heat and cold, electroshock, sleep and 
food deprivation and forced labor are among 
the techniques used to torture Tibetan political 
prisoners. 

Since China’s 1988 ratification of the United 
Nations Convention Against Torture, more 
than 70 Tibetans have died as a direct result 
of torture and inhumane treatment in Chinese 
prisons in Tibet. Hundreds of Tibetans are cur-
rently in prison for peaceful expressions of po-
litical or religious belief. I would like to mention 
a few of these brave individuals. 

PHUNTSOG NYIDRON 
Phuntsog Nyidron is a nun from outside 

Lhasa. She has been in prison for 16 years. 
On October 14, 1989, she participated in a 
peaceful demonstration to protest China’s oc-
cupation of Tibet. During the arrest, she and 
other nuns were subjected to beatings with 
iron rods, kicks, and punches. She is now the 
longest serving female Tibetan political pris-
oner. She is reportedly in poor health and is 
suffering from a respiratory ailment and severe 
internal problems. 

THE DRAPCHI 14: ‘‘SINGING NUNS’’
While in a Chinese prison for political crimes 

in 1993, Phuntsog Nyidron and 13 other nuns 
secretly recorded songs proclaiming their love 
for their Tibetan homeland and their families. 
On the tape, each nun states her name and 
dedicates a song to her family and supporters. 

The tapes were smuggled out of the prison 
and the recordings were circulated inside Tibet 
and around the world. These young women 
became known as the Drapchi 14 and the 
Singing Nuns.

TIBETAN REFUGEES SENT BACK TO TIBET 
I am also concerned about Tibetan refugees 

sent back to China by the Government of 
Nepal. Last May, in close coordination with the 
Chinese Embassy, Nepal deported 18 Tibetan 
refugees who were seeking safe transit 
through Nepal. This violates the long-standing 
agreement that Nepal will turn over refugees 
to UNHCR to facilitate safe transit to the Ti-
betan exile community in India. 

For many years, Nepal has worked coop-
eratively with UNHCR. They have earned a 
strong reputation for their humanitarian ap-
proached to Tibetan refugees. I am disturbed 
by the Government of Nepal’s recent actions 
in violation of international and humanitarian 
norms. The prison conditions awaiting repatri-
ated Tibetans are harsh. From first hand re-
ports we have learned about the torture and 
maltreatment of the 18 Tibetans deported by 
Nepal. Unfortunately, the deportation of Ti-
betan refugees continues. 

On January 9, Radio Free Asia reported on 
that 21 refugees were deported by Nepalese 
border security. On January 15, we have 
learned that three Tibetan refugees were 
handed over to Chinese border police by Nep-
alese officials. 

We expect Nepal to adhere with its own 
written policy and turn over all Tibetan refu-
gees to UNHCR. Today we are sending a 
clear message to the Government of Nepal—
the U.S. Government is watching your actions 
closely. 

CONCLUSION 
The survival of the Tibetan identity is an 

issue of urgent U.S. and international concern. 

I am proud to stand with my colleagues today 
to demand that the Chinese Government im-
mediately release all prisoners of conscience 
in China and Tibet. As we honor the brave 
and heroic prisoners of conscience, we must 
heed the guidance of His Holiness the Dalai 
Lama. He is a constant reminder that the cri-
sis in Tibet is a challenge to the conscience of 
the world. Unless we are prepared to confront 
the Chinese Government on the issue of 
Tibet, we cannot be consistent when we talk 
about human rights in any other place in the 
world. We have not forgotten the people of 
Tibet in their struggle. We must and will con-
tinue our efforts.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GILCHREST). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, House Resolution 157. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed.

f 

b 1515 

CONGO BASIN FOREST 
PARTNERSHIP ACT OF 2003 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H.R. 
2264) to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal years 2004 and 2005 to carry out 
the Congo Basin Forest Partnership 
(CBFP) program, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Amendments:
Page 5, strike out all after line 23 over to 

and including line 11 on page 6, and insert:
(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated to the President to carry out the 
Congo Basin Forest Partnership (CBFP) pro-
gram $18,600,000 for fiscal year 2004. 

(b) CARPE.—Of the amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in subsection (a), $16,000,000 is authorized to be 
made available to the Central Africa Regional 
Program for the Environment (CARPE) of the 
United States Agency for International Develop-
ment. 

(c) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
under subsection (a) are authorized to remain 
available until expended.

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An Act to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2004 
to carry out the Congo Basin Forest Partner-
ship program, and for other purposes.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GILCHREST). Pursuant to the rule, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROYCE) 
and the gentleman from American 
Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) each will 
control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from California (Mr. ROYCE). 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
concurring in the Senate amendments 
to H.R. 2264. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2264 authorizes the 

Congo Basin Forest Partnership. This 
legislation is authored by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW) and by 
myself. There are several additional 
cochairmen present here. There are 
four of us as Members of this House 
who launched the Bipartisan Inter-
national Conservation Caucus late last 
year: myself, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. SHAW), the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. UDALL), and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. TURNER). 

This bill passed the House unani-
mously last October. It was amended 
over in the Senate, and the Senate cut 
authorization from 2 years to 1 year. 
Although that is unfortunate, the bill 
is back from the Senate, and it is time 
to send this bill to the President’s 
desk. 

Let me give Members some observa-
tions on this measure. The tropical for-
ests of Central Africa’s Congo Basin 
are a key resource to an estimated 20 
million people. These forests play a 
critical role in sustaining the environ-
ment of Africa. The Congo Basin con-
tains the most diverse grouping of 
plants and animals in all of Africa, in-
cluding rare and endangered species. 
These plants and animals are invalu-
able for many reasons, including their 
genetic and biochemical information. 
This information from these species 
could spark technical advances in med-
icine, in agriculture, and in industry 
that would benefit people throughout 
the world. But this is all threatened, 
and it is threatened because the Congo 
Basin forests are, under growing pres-
sures, being clear-cut. 

I thought I would just for a moment 
show the location of these forests in 
Africa: Gabon, Republic of Congo, 
Democratic Republic of Congo, Equa-
torial Guinea, Central African Repub-
lic, Cameroon, this area in Africa. 

Ten years ago, the forests throughout 
this area were virtually untouched. 
Today logging operations are shrinking 
these forests at such a rate that one es-
timate has the logging taking out 
Congo Basin forest areas at a rate of 
twice the size of the State of Rhode Is-
land every year. It is estimated con-
tinent-wide that Africa has lost at 
least 10 percent of its forested area in 
the last generation. Meanwhile, con-
struction of logging roads is putting in-
tense hunting pressure on the wildlife 
that exists there. At current levels, 
most species of apes, like the mountain 

gorilla and the Eastern lowland gorilla, 
seen here, as well as the chimpanzee 
that exists in the Congo Basin, and the 
white rhino are threatened with extinc-
tion. In addition, the large antelope 
and elephants will disappear from the 
Congo Basin if action is not taken. 

One of the actions that we have 
urged on the Subcommittee on Africa 
is the creation of a national parks sys-
tem in this area of Africa. In 2002, Sec-
retary of State Powell launched the 
Congo Basin Partnership. He made the 
announcement in Johannesburg. He 
traveled to Gabon, and he traveled 
through the rainforests at that time. 
The partnership focuses on 11 key land-
scapes that exist in these six countries. 
It aims to support a network of na-
tional parks, protected areas and well-
managed forestry concessions. The 
partnership is working to combat ille-
gal logging and poaching and other 
unsustainable practices, and to give 
local populations an economic stake in 
the preservation of the forests, includ-
ing through the development of 
ecotourism which has great develop-
mental potential for Africans. In fact, 
the second largest source of foreign ex-
change right now in Africa is 
ecotourism. So this is a true partner-
ship with European and other countries 
making financial contributions into it. 

I should recognize the country of 
Gabon for its dramatic move towards 
conserving Congo Basin forests. In 1992, 
President Omar Bongo announced the 
creation of 13 national parks. Pre-
viously, Gabon had no national park 
system. Since this legislation passed 
the House last October, President Jo-
seph Kabila of the Democratic Repub-
lic of Congo has announced his inten-
tion to increase protected area cov-
erage to 15 percent of that vast country 
which has long been attacked for its 
natural resources. There are militia 
that have plundered natural resources 
in that country. 

How vast is the Democratic Republic 
of Congo; it is as large as the country 
of the United States east of the Mis-
sissippi River. So when national park 
systems are being set up that are 15 
percent of that territory, Members can 
understand how vast it is going to be. 

Across the river is the Republic of 
Congo, and they have begun an experi-
ment of privately run forests aimed at 
better managing forest assets. So there 
is a real African buy-in to this partner-
ship, with six African countries setting 
up this vast national forest system. 
The Subcommittee on Africa that I 
chair held a hearing on the initiative 
last year. Testifying before us was 
world-renowned ecologist Michael 
Faye. Michael has traversed many of 
Africa’s forests, especially in the Congo 
Basin, and he has had several 400-day 
treks. Many have read about these 
walks across Africa in the National Ge-
ographic. 

This legislation supports conserva-
tion efforts by him and others. Con-
servation is not easy. What Americans 
take for granted, Yosemite and Yellow-

stone and our park system, that took 
great foresight and political commit-
ment to make that a reality. Over 100 
years ago we led the world here in the 
United States, and it will be a major 
challenge to establish and maintain ef-
fective regimes to control logging and 
hunting in the Congo Basin. But with 
the partnership, the United States is 
bringing its unique experience and tal-
ents to these efforts. In fact, through 
the partnership, the U.S. National 
Park Service plans to bring park man-
agers and rangers from Gabon and 
other countries to the United States to 
train in our great national parks. That 
is one of many efforts that will be un-
dertaken under this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROYCE) for his management of this 
legislation. I also want to convey my 
thanks to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS) the ranking member, for their 
efforts in bringing this legislation to 
the floor. 

As the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROYCE) alluded to earlier, this is a 
bipartisan effort on the part of himself, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
SHAW), the gentleman from New Mex-
ico (Mr. UDALL), the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. TURNER), and the lead-
ership of our committee. 

Mr. Speaker, the Congo River and its 
tributaries make up the most extensive 
network of navigable waterways in Af-
rica, and carry a volume of water sec-
ond only to the Amazon River. In addi-
tion to being a major ecological region 
in Africa, it is the home to some of the 
world’s poorest people. Throughout 
Central Africa, poverty rates are 
among the highest in the world. The 
actual prevalence of HIV–AIDS is un-
known, but we know that poverty and 
war are the breeding ground for the 
rapid spread of diseases. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation rep-
resents a unique opportunity to help 
the people of Central Africa to turn 
their biggest asset, the natural re-
sources of the Congo River Basin, into 
a viable economic base. Conservation 
programs will help preserve natural 
areas and create jobs. The stewardship 
of the Congo Basin is the joint respon-
sibility of Central African countries 
and the international community, in-
cluding our Nation. Together we must 
end the deforestation and wildlife de-
pletion, and support the appropriate 
use of the Congo River Basin forest re-
sources. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW).

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to associate myself with the fine pres-
entation that the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROYCE) gave as to the im-
portance of this bill that is before us. 

I was privileged to have introduced 
the Congo Basin Forest Partnership 
Act, along with the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE), to authorize 
funding for the Congo Basin Partner-
ship fund. The partnership strives to 
preserve and protect millions of acres 
of land in Africa by establishing a net-
work of national parks. The partner-
ship is focused on 11 key landscapes in 
Cameroon, Central African Republic, 
Democratic Republic of Congo, Equa-
torial Guinea, Gabon and the Republic 
of Congo. I have traveled to Africa on 
numerous occasions, and I have had the 
experience of seeing the immense beau-
ty and wonder that this continent 
holds. And I have also witnessed how 
the poaching and clear-cutting of for-
ests devastates the people, the land, 
and the wildlife of Africa. 

One of America’s greatest assets is 
our national parks and conservation 
systems. I can think of no better way 
to help Africa and the African people 
than to provide them with the tools to 
conserve their great continent, just as 
we do in our national parks. Conserva-
tion efforts through the partnership 
not only provide protection for lands 
and wildlife, but also provide critical 
means for human development, polit-
ical stability, and economic growth in 
Africa, areas that remain tremen-
dously important to the success and to 
the future of Africa.

b 1530 

This initiative has received wide-
spread support, as the gentleman just 
pointed out, from Democrats, Repub-
licans and leading organizations, in-
cluding Conservation International, 
the World Conservation Society and 
the World Wildlife Fund. 

I urge Members to support this most 
important bill. This bill perhaps is not 
on the top of the list of too many Mem-
bers of Congress, but I had the privi-
lege of traveling there with my wife in 
the company of Michael Fay and David 
Barron and going up the Congo River, 
traveling by airplane, by piro, by pick-
up truck, and then piro again and 
walking into an area by foot with the 
assistance of some wonderful Pygmy 
people and being able to watch and ac-
tually view these magnificent crea-
tures, the silverback gorillas which are 
pictured on that easel. Would it not be 
a poor commentary on humans of this 
planet if we were responsible for the 
extinction of the animal most closely 
related to us as humans? It would abso-
lutely be an indictment, I think, of 
what we are doing. As was properly 
pointed out, Gabon has made strides in 
this area. I did go down and meet with 
President Bongo in Gabon and have 
discussed and have had the opportunity 

to view some of the wildlife area in 
that wonderful country. 

This is terribly important to the fu-
ture of the globe. Africa is very much 
a part of the future of the globe. We see 
the indiscriminate destruction of the 
habitat by clear-cutting. These profits 
are going to Indonesia, France, Japan 
and other countries that are harboring 
the companies that are buying the log-
ging rights and then destroying the fu-
ture of this place. I have seen parts of 
gorillas hanging in marketplaces for 
sale as a delicacy. I know firsthand 
where these magnificent animals are 
actually used for camp meat by the 
loggers. Even though it is illegal, they 
still do it with absolute immunity. 

This is a good step but it is only a 
first step. I think that we need to do 
more and more and figure out ways 
that we can attach Federal aid to the 
preservation of forests throughout the 
continent of Africa. The environment 
and ecotourism is the future of Africa 
in a very large way, and to preserve 
that will preserve Africa for the world 
and for the American people.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I am privileged to yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. UDALL), one of our 
Nation’s leading advocates of conserva-
tion and the environment. 

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I thank 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
for those very warm comments. 

Mr. Speaker, let me at the outset 
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
SHAW) for his sponsorship of this bill. 
There is no doubt that as a cochair of 
the International Conservation Caucus 
he has been a real leader in these inter-
national forestry issues. His leadership 
and hard work, I think, are appreciated 
by all. As we can see, he feels very pas-
sionately about these issues as does the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE). I think this is just a great ex-
ample of how we can work together as 
Democrats and Republicans to help the 
rest of the world to move along to a 
good, solid path of economic develop-
ment while at the same time sus-
taining their resources. That is the 
reason I rise today in support of the 
Congo Basin Forest Partnership Act. 
This is an outstanding new initiative 
that was spawned from the World Sum-
mit on Sustainable Development in 
2002. This program, which includes in-
dividuals and organizations across the 
board—governments, international ad-
vocacy groups, NGOs and industries—
uses public-private partnerships to en-
hance the welfare of the Congo Basin 
Forest. 

There is no doubt that the Congo 
Basin Forest has a significant impact 
on the global community. Its rich wild-
life population contributes signifi-
cantly to the economic and environ-
mental health in the region. The value 
of wilderness and biologically diverse 
areas such as the Congo Basin is im-

measurable. The Congo Basin Forest 
Partnership works to enhance sustain-
able development in the region, im-
prove ecotourism practices and prevent 
harmful activities such as illegal 
poaching and logging which the spon-
sor has so eloquently spoken about. 

The model offered by the Congo 
Basin Forest Partnership is one which 
I believe we can all learn from. The les-
sons that will come out of this intri-
cate collaboration will serve as a 
model for local conservation and sus-
tainability issues here in the U.S. I am 
pleased that the U.S. State Depart-
ment has made conservation of the 
Congo Basin Forest a priority. A recent 
trip with the International Conserva-
tion Caucus has highlighted for me the 
need to take additional bold actions 
around the world and especially in Af-
rica to preserve the globe’s natural re-
sources. 

As a cochairman of the House Inter-
national Conservation Caucus, I would 
like to thank those in the inter-
national community who have spent 
significant time promoting sustainable 
development. I would also like to 
thank my cochairs, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE), the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW) and 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
TANNER), for their diligent work in the 
Congress on these conservation issues. 
I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I again want to compliment the 
remarks made by my good friend the 
gentleman from Florida. I certainly ap-
preciate his insight and understanding 
of this important environmental issue. 

There are some 900 million people 
that live on this continent of Africa, 
Mr. Speaker. There is a tremendous di-
versity in cultures of the peoples, even 
governments. Some governments may 
not be necessarily stable but the fact of 
the matter is there is no question that 
whatever happens in Africa does have 
very serious implications to our world 
community. I sincerely hope that our 
colleagues will support this legislation. 
I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. I again thank my good friend from 
New Mexico for his leadership and sup-
port in providing all the necessary un-
derstanding to my colleagues of this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would 
point out that unfortunately Africa is 
not the only continent under attack. 
Increasingly, we are seeing the link be-
tween resource exploitation, human 
rights abuses, conflict and corruption. 
A report by Global Witness last year 
details how the ruling military junta 
in Burma is using logging concessions 
to help maintain its grip on power. In 
Burma’s environmentally damaging re-
source diplomacy, Chinese logging 
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companies are granted concessions to 
large sections of Burmese virgin forest 
in exchange for political loyalty and 
material support. In light of this sort 
of activity, the Congo Basin Forest 
Partnership and similar initiatives are 
all that much more important. I urge 
my colleagues to support this initia-
tive.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of this legislation, H.R. 2264, 
the Congo Basin Forest Partnership Act of 
2003. This bill authorizes U.S. participation in 
the Congo Basin Partnership (CBFP) that 
aims to protect 11 key landscapes of more 
than 30 national parks and thousands of 
square miles across six countries in central Af-
rica. 

The wilderness of the Congo Basin is in a 
desperate state after years of civil strife, ex-
tensive refugee crises, and exploitive logging. 
These activities have devastated sections of 
this critical rainforest and have left local peo-
ple in abject poverty and dependent on 
unsustainable resource management prac-
tices. This bill will authorize the President to 
appropriate FY 2004 and 2005 funds to the 
CBFP program. The funding that it promises 
will allow important goals to be fulfilled: to pro-
mote economic development, alleviate pov-
erty, improve the local system of governance, 
and conserve natural resources through sup-
port for a network of national parks and pro-
tected areas, well-managed forestry conces-
sions, and assistance to communities that de-
pend on the conservation of the outstanding 
forest and wildlife resources of eleven key 
landscapes in six Central African countries 
(Cameroon, Central African Republic, Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guin-
ea, Gabon, Republic of Congo). 

Increased funds of up to $36 million and a 
funding scheme of up to $53 million up to 
2005 for the Central African Regional Program 
for the Environment (CARPE) program will 
allow for the conservation of very precious for-
est land and the preservation of wildlife that 
form an important symbiotic relationship. 

I particularly applaud CBFP’s ability to bring 
together nations such as Canada, France, 
Germany, Japan, South Africa, and the United 
Kingdom—especially in light of our task of 
standardizing emergency responsiveness on 
an international level. Also participating in this 
program are organizations such as the World 
Bank and the World Conservation Union, 
NGOs and private sector groups such as the 
World Wildlife Fund, the World Resources In-
stitute and the Centre for International For-
estry Research. 

The forestland provides sustenance for a 
myriad of plant and animal species. They sus-
tain our environment by absorbing carbon di-
oxide, by cleansing the water, or by holding 
the soil. Our sources of lumber crops, forests, 
and tourism play a vital role in our economies. 
In the last decade, tropical forests have dis-
appeared every year at an average rate of 35 
million acres, an area the size of Barbados. 
The Congo Basin contains a quarter of the 
world’s tropical forest. However, the Forest is 
being destroyed at a rate of two million acres 
per year. 

H.R. 2264 is a legislative remedy to the cri-
sis that is occurring in the Congo Basin. 
Therefore, I support its passage, and I urge 
my colleagues to join me.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 2264, the Congo Basin Forest 

Partnership Act, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote in support of it. I want to thank 
Secretary of State Colin Powell, Congressman 
CLAY SHAW and all cosponsoring members of 
Congress for making the preservation of the 
Congo River Basin a priority. 

While it is unfortunate that the other body 
cut the authorization of funds for fiscal year 
2005 for this initiative, the $18.6 million for 
2004 will send a strong signal for the need for 
U.S. investment to preserve the Congo River 
Basin. The Congo River and its tributaries 
make up the most extensive network of navi-
gable waterways in Africa and carry a volume 
of water second only to the Amazon River. 

Some of us think first of the Congo River 
Basin as one of the largest and more impor-
tant ecological regions of the world, which it is. 
But, what is more important, it is the home to 
some of the world’s poorest people who have 
suffered some of Africa’s bloodiest conflicts. 
More than two and a half million people have 
perished in Eastern Congo as a result of the 
most recent Congo civil war, with millions left 
displaced and in unimaginable destitution. 
Throughout the central African region, poverty 
rates are among the lowest in the world. Life 
expectancy ranges from 42 years in the Cen-
tral Africa Republic to 52 in the Congo Repub-
lic. 

The overall forest area of the Congo River 
Basin is declining rapidly as a result of the un-
checked growth of timber exports, destructive 
agricultural expansion, and fuel wood demand 
for a growing population. These practices are 
unsustainable if the assets of the Congo River 
Basin are to be used to improve and sustain 
the lives of the people who live there. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation represents a 
unique opportunity to help the people of Cen-
tral Africa turn their biggest asset—the natural 
resources of the Congo River Basin—into a 
viable economic base. The Congo River Basin 
Partnership is an economic development and 
conservation program for the six countries of 
Central Africa. The partnership will combine 
the preservation of some of the world’s richest 
and most pristine ecosystems with economic 
development in order to alleviate poverty 
throughout the region. 

Conservation programs will help develop a 
network of national parks and protected areas, 
and help local communities better manage the 
forest and wildlife. People of Central Africa, 
some of whom live on less than 25-cents per 
day, will be able to develop sustainable means 
of livelihood through conservation agriculture 
and integrated ecotourism programs. 

Mr. Speaker, with substantial international 
efforts, the civil war in the Democratic Repub-
lic of Congo that engulfed the region has 
come to an end. The Congolese and other na-
tions in the region are disarming and demobi-
lizing armed groups, planning for national 
elections, and embracing the rule of law. This 
is the beginning of a new beginning for post-
colonial Central Africa. The politics of the Cold 
War failed the region, the post-Cold War ne-
glect turned Central Africa into a human dis-
aster. We don’t know how long it will take to 
establish a stable region in the heart of Africa, 
but we do know we must start. 

Mr. Chairman, the Congo River Basin Initia-
tive has created a window of opportunity to 
help the people of Central Africa rebuild their 
communities, establish local economies, and 
bring health care and other resources to their 
countries. This initiative will help demonstrate 

that the stewardship of the Congo River Basin 
is the joint responsibility of Central African 
countries and the international community. It is 
important to note that the first international 
meeting of the Congo Basin Forest Partner-
ship met in Paris in January of this year to 
launch a strong effort for international co-
operation to preserve the Congo River Basin. 

Together, we must end the deforestation 
and wildlife depletion and support the appro-
priate use of forest resources. I support this 
bill and urge my colleagues to vote in favor of 
its passage.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GILCHREST). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) that the House 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendments to the bill, H.R. 
2264. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendments were concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 93D BIRTHDAY 
OF RONALD REAGAN 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the joint 
resolution (H.J. Res. 84) recognizing 
the 93d birthday of Ronald Reagan. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.J. RES. 84

Whereas February 6, 2004, is the 93d birth-
day of Ronald Wilson Reagan; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan is the first former 
President ever to attain the age of 93; 

Whereas both Ronald Reagan and his wife 
Nancy Reagan have distinguished records of 
public service to the United States, the 
American people, and the international com-
munity; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan was twice elected 
by overwhelming margins as President of the 
United States; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan fulfilled his pledge 
to help restore ‘‘the great, confident roar of 
American progress, growth, and optimism’’ 
and ensure renewed economic prosperity; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan’s leadership was 
instrumental in extending freedom and de-
mocracy around the globe and uniting a 
world divided by the Cold War; 

Whereas Ronald Reagan is loved and ad-
mired by millions of Americans, and by 
countless others around the world; 

Whereas the recent tragic loss of the space 
shuttle Columbia and her crew remind us of 
how, 18 years ago, Ronald Reagan’s elo-
quence helped heal the Nation after the 
Challenger disaster; 

Whereas Nancy Reagan not only served as 
a gracious First Lady but also led a national 
crusade against illegal drug use; 

Whereas, together Ronald and Nancy 
Reagan dedicated their lives to promoting 
national pride and to bettering the quality of 
life in the United States and throughout the 
world; and 

Whereas the thoughts and prayers of the 
Congress and the country are with Ronald 
Reagan in his courageous battle with Alz-
heimer’s disease: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the Congress, on be-
half of the American people, extends its 
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birthday greetings and best wishes to Ronald 
Reagan on his 93d birthday.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
joint resolution under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection.
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
House Joint Resolution 84, intro-

duced by the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. GIBBONS), recognizes the 93rd 
birthday of President Ronald Reagan. 

Mr. Speaker, our Nation’s 40th Presi-
dent, Ronald Wilson Reagan, turns 93 
years of age this Friday, February 6. 
He will become the first former Presi-
dent to reach the age of 93. While lon-
gevity is one aspect of President Rea-
gan’s life, he deserves our praise and 
recognition for so many more momen-
tous accomplishments. This resolution 
aims to honor the man who led Amer-
ica during the prosperous 1980s, and I 
am pleased that this House has taken 
the time to consider it today. During 
his presidency, President Reagan re-
vived the American spirit and helped 
all Americans become less reliant on 
government. From gracefully bouncing 
back from a would-be assassin’s attack, 
to helping a grief-stricken Nation cope 
with the Challenger tragedy, and from 
leading the U.S. to a decisive victory in 
the war on communism, to creating 20 
million new jobs, President Reagan’s 
legacy in the White House is one of the 
most legendary in American history. 

Mr. Speaker, we have several Mem-
bers here today who may want to speak 
on behalf of President Reagan but I 
want to briefly offer one perspective of 
President Reagan’s record. Everyone 
knows that one of President Reagan’s 
top domestic objectives during his 
presidency was returning much of 
Americans’ hard-earned dollars by re-
ducing income tax rates. But what 
many do not realize was that these tax 
cuts did not occur at the expense of 
vital government social priorities dur-
ing the 1980s. The percentage of the 
gross national product spent on social 
welfare programs steadily rose during 
the 1960s and 1970s to 11.5 percent in 
1980, the final year of President Jimmy 
Carter’s administration. But over the 
next 8 years while President Reagan re-
sided in the White House, Federal so-
cial spending remained between 10.9 
and 12 percent. So I think we can safely 
say that President Reagan truly was, 
to borrow a phrase from our current 
President, a compassionate conserv-
ative. During the week of his 93rd 
birthday, I think it is important that 
we remember this reality. 

President Reagan reinforced this 
point during his first inaugural address 
on January 20, 1981, when he said, ‘‘It is 
not my intention to do away with gov-
ernment. It is rather to make it work, 
work with us, not over us; stand by our 
side, not ride on our back. Government 
can and must provide opportunity, not 
smother it; foster productivity, not sti-
fle it.’’ I think all Members can agree 
with these sentiments, and I also be-
lieve that President Reagan accom-
plished these worthy goals during his 
two terms in the White House. 

I thank the gentleman from Nevada 
for introducing this measure that al-
lows this Chamber to recall President 
Reagan’s extraordinary contributions 
to the United States of America. We 
wish President Reagan a very happy 
93rd birthday and, to his family, our 
love and prayers.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, a bigger-than-life 
screen actor and television personality, 
Ronald Reagan moved from being gov-
ernor of California in the 1960s to 
President of the United States and 
dominating American politics in the 
1980s. Media-made and media-pre-
sented, President Reagan got millions 
of Americans to feel proud of their Na-
tion. America’s 40-year Cold War with 
the Soviet Union cooled considerably 
and perhaps actually ended during Rea-
gan’s presidency. Many Americans 
credit him with having achieved that 
significant outcome. 

Born the son of a shoe salesman in 
small-town Illinois, Reagan’s impover-
ished but loving parents instilled in the 
lad a sense of optimism that carried 
him through college as an average stu-
dent. After graduation, he worked for a 
few years as a sports broadcaster in 
midwestern radio before landing a film 
contract with Warner Brothers which 
took him to Hollywood in 1936. Over 
the next 30 years, he made scores of 
films, including Army films produced 
during World War II. He hosted two 
popular television series, and he ac-
tively engaged in politics as president 
of the Screen Actors Guild.

b 1545 

In the 1950s, Reagan changed from 
being a Roosevelt New Deal Democrat 
to a conservative Republican. In 1966, 
he became Governor of California. He 
was reelected in 1970. 

Using his popularity in California, 
Reagan unsuccessfully challenged 
President Gerald Ford for the Repub-
lican nomination in 1976. He tried 
again and won the nomination in 1980, 
and thereafter defeated the incumbent 
Democrat, Jimmy Carter. With his 1984 
reelection victory, President Reagan 
became the most politically successful 
Republican President since Eisen-
hower. 

Today, we celebrate former President 
of the United States Ronald Reagan’s 

93rd birthday. We wish him the best, 
and recognize the contribution that he 
made to the development of these 
United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS), 
and thank him for introducing this res-
olution. 

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to thank my friend and colleague 
from Connecticut for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to express 
my strong support for H. J. Res. 84, 
which I introduced to commemorate 
former President Ronald Reagan’s 93rd 
birthday. It is a pleasure to join my 
colleagues here today, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) 
in honoring the birthday and life of an 
extraordinary man, historic leader and 
an American icon. 

As we look back on the life and Pres-
idency of Ronald Reagan, it is always a 
challenge to pinpoint a single greatest 
achievement from his many great 
achievements. His life has been filled 
with extraordinary adventures and 
monumental accomplishments. 

Ronald Wilson Reagan was born on 
February 6, 1911, in Tampico, Illinois, 
the ‘‘Land of Lincoln.’’ President Rea-
gan’s lifelong career of service to fel-
low Americans began at a young age 
when he served as a lifeguard in Dixon, 
Illinois. Later, as a fledgling radio 
sports announcer, Reagan traveled 
from his home in the Midwest to 
Southern California, where he em-
barked upon an acting career in Holly-
wood. He would soon rise to serve his 
fellow actors as president of the Screen 
Actors Guild. Reagan’s leadership style 
and keen knack for engaging the public 
through his dynamic speaking skills 
and endearing nature provided him the 
additional opportunity to enter public 
service. 

He would serve as Governor of Cali-
fornia for two terms before being elect-
ed President of the United States 
twice. During his 8 years in the White 
House, President Reagan worked to ful-
fill his pledge to restore ‘‘the great 
confident roar of American progress, 
growth and optimism.’’

President Reagan’s commitment to 
inspiring the American people and 
strengthening our Nation’s leadership 
role in the world are part of our Na-
tion’s proud heritage and history. 

Of course, when it comes to recog-
nizing a distinguished leader such as 
Ronald Reagan, it is difficult to find 
words to adequately express how deep-
ly his legacy still affects each and 
every one of us still today. During his 
8 years as President, Ronald Reagan 
successfully stimulated economic 
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growth, curbed inflation, increased em-
ployment, and strengthened national 
defense. 

President Reagan was instrumental 
in uniting a divided Berlin, as well as a 
divided world, by bringing about an end 
to the Cold War. Reagan’s speech call-
ing on Mr. Gorbachev to ‘‘Tear Down 
This Wall’’ is a piece of American, in-
deed, world history, that will forever 
elicit a special sense of pride among 
the American people and all freedom-
loving people across this world. 

Throughout his tenure in the office 
of President, Mr. Reagan maintained a 
unique grace and uncanny wit. These 
endearing qualities enabled him to eas-
ily communicate with American citi-
zens, foreign dignitaries and public fig-
ures, meriting him the historic title as 
the ‘‘Great Communicator.’’

Railroad Ronald Reagan’s renowned 
wit, firm dedication to American prin-
ciples and tireless belief in our ‘‘shin-
ing city on the hill’’ secured Reagan’s 
enduring legacy. President Reagan will 
forever be remembered for his eternal 
optimism and faith in the ability of the 
American people. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
express what an honor it has been for 
me to take the lead in sponsoring this 
resolution. I would like to extend my 
appreciation to my colleagues, over 100 
of them, who have cosponsored this 
measure to recognize one of the great-
est leaders this Nation has ever known. 

Happy birthday, President Reagan. 
As always, the thoughts and heartfelt 
sentiments of this Congress are with 
you.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. LEWIS). 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor President Ron-
ald Reagan on the occasion of his 93rd 
birthday and to pass along the 
thoughts and prayers of the people of 
the Second District of Kentucky to the 
President and Mrs. Reagan on this spe-
cial day. 

President Reagan has dedicated 
much of his life to public service. From 
the summer shores of his Illinois home-
town, to the silver screens of Holly-
wood, to Sacramento, Washington, 
D.C., and now to his historic and heroic 
battle with Alzheimer’s disease, Ronald 
Reagan’s vision and competent leader-
ship continues to inspire national spir-
it, improve quality of life in the United 
States and extend freedom and democ-
racy across the globe. 

During his inaugural address in 1981, 
President Reagan remarked, ‘‘We are 
too great a Nation to limit ourselves to 
a small dream.’’ His dream of family, 
work, neighborhood, peace and freedom 
embodied the hopes of millions of 
Americans, shepherding the Nation 
into economic recovery and renewed 
national pride, while demonstrating an 
uncompromising moral leadership 
abroad that brought communism to its 
knees. 

His is an exemplary life, uniquely 
American and worthy of the love and 

admiration of so many men and women 
across the world. 

Happy birthday, Mr. President. 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
KLINE). 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to join my 
colleagues in honoring a man who will 
forever remain a symbol of the Amer-
ican dream. 

I had the great good fortune and high 
honor to serve as military aide to 
President Reagan during my time in 
the United States Marine Corps. As the 
officer assigned to carry the ‘‘nuclear 
football,’’ I had the opportunity to ob-
serve the President in a wide variety of 
situations. 

Ronald Reagan was already well 
known before he entered the Presi-
dential field. Through a variety of ca-
reers, his thoughtful, caring nature and 
engaging personality were well estab-
lished. Friends and colleagues alike 
recognized him as gifted, some would 
say the ‘‘great communicator,’’ who 
was as accomplished a listener as he 
was a speaker. Strong in character and 
always quick with a joke, the best joke 
teller I ever knew, candidate Reagan, 
Governor Reagan, earned the alle-
giance, trust, and respect of a Nation 
and was elected as our 40th President. 

What struck me almost immediately 
when I began my service to President 
Reagan was the strong sense of leader-
ship he exuded. Perhaps more than any 
other leader in contemporary history, 
President Reagan knew when to trust 
his staff and when not to allow his be-
liefs to be swayed. On routine matters, 
President Reagan displayed enormous 
confidence in his staff, I am proud to 
say, including me. When told, for ex-
ample, ‘‘Mr. President, please stand 
here,’’ he agreed affably. On matters of 
substance, however, he was guided by 
unwavering principle and would not be 
moved. 

President Ronald Reagan applied this 
principle to the many challenges he 
faced. The economic policy of Reagan-
omics was met with initial skepticism 
and scorn, but its success validated his 
vision of how to address the faltering 
economy he inherited. 

In international matters, his un-
flinching opposition to communism led 
to its demise and earned the enduring 
allegiance of former adversaries. This 
principled vision inspired men and 
women of all political persuasions to 
put the best interest of our Nation 
ahead of their respective political par-
ties. By holding to his vision of Amer-
ica as a beacon for the rest of the 
world, he brought freedom, hope and 
opportunity to millions here and 
abroad. 

Today we honor President Reagan for 
his achievement, his leadership and his 
enduring example. Happy birthday, Mr. 
President, and thank you.

Mr. JEFF MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my honor today to pay tribute to a true 

American patriot on his 93rd Birthday, Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan. As we in Congress 
move forth with reviewing the president’s FY 
2005 budget, I recall the words of Ronald 
Reagan when he submitted his presidential 
budget. He said, 

‘‘Government has an important role in help-
ing develop a country’s economic foundation. 
But the critical test is whether government is 
genuinely working to liberate individuals by 
creating incentives to work, save, invest, and 
succeed. We don’t have a trillion-dollar debt 
because we haven’t taxed enough; we have a 
trillion-dollar debt because we spend too 
much.’’

Mr. Speaker, as we debate on the proper 
amount of funding for securing our nation, the 
greatest tribute we can pay to Ronald Reagan 
is to develop a budget that allows our children 
and grandchildren to live in a prosperous 
economy. For the American people, it was his 
leadership in economic policy that restored 
hope for the future. 

Thank you Mr. President for your inspiration 
and leadership which continues to guide our 
nation and which will help us to protect our 
freedoms and liberties in the twenty-first cen-
tury. May you have a wonderful birthday and 
God bless.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely do 
wish former President Reagan and his 
wife well on his birthday, and my 
thoughts and prayers are with them as 
he deals with the terrible disease of 
Alzheimer’s; however, the resolution 
went well beyond a simple birthday 
wish. I could not in good faith cast a 
vote for a bill that stated that the 
Reagan Administration ensured re-
newed economic prosperity when mil-
lions of Americans were hurt by its 
economic policies and the Federal gov-
ernment incurred massive deficit 
spending.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
again thank the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. GIBBONS) for introducing this 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GILCHREST). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
joint resolution, H.J. Res 84. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

HONORING JOHN STOCKTON 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 274) honoring John 
Stockton for an outstanding career, 
congratulating him on his retirement, 
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and thanking him for his contributions 
to basketball, to the State of Utah, and 
to the Nation. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 274

Whereas John Stockton is the all-time 
leader in assists in the history of the Na-
tional Basketball Association; 

Whereas Stockton ranks among the top 
point guards in basketball and was selected 
in 1996 as one of the ‘‘50 Greatest Players in 
National Basketball Association History’’; 

Whereas Stockton is the league’s all-time 
leader in steals, ending his career with an in-
credible 3,265 steals; 

Whereas Stockton loyally played all 19 of 
his NBA seasons with the Utah Jazz in an era 
dominated by free agency and propelled his 
team to the NBA playoffs during each of 
those years; 

Whereas Stockton won two gold medals as 
a member of the United States men’s basket-
ball ‘‘Dream Team’’ in the 1992 Olympics in 
Barcelona and the 1996 Olympics in Atlanta; 

Whereas Stockton has been a perennial 
All-Star, All-NBA selection, and has made 
the NBA All-Defensive Team three times; 

Whereas Stockton’s commitment to being 
part of a team made him successful both on 
the court and off as a dedicated husband to 
his wife, Nada, and father to his six children; 

Whereas Stockton’s sportsmanship and 
commitment to basketball made him a hero 
to millions of Americans, especially those in 
his dual hometowns, Salt Lake City, Utah 
and Spokane, Washington; 

Whereas Stockton had a reputation as a 
true team player who brought out the best in 
his teammates; and 

Whereas, on June 7, 2003, tens of thousands 
of fans attended a retirement celebration in 
Salt Lake City, Utah: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors John Stockton for an out-
standing career; 

(2) congratulates John Stockton on his re-
tirement; and 

(3) thanks John Stockton for his contribu-
tions to basketball, to the State of Utah, and 
to the Nation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on H. 
Res. 274. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection.
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 274 

honors John Stockton for a truly out-
standing career and congratulates him 
on his retirement. 

This body generally spends very lit-
tle time honoring basketball players, 
but today we honor a player who truly 
deserves extra commemoration. 

When he retired last summer from 
the National Basketball Association’s 
Utah Jazz, John Stockton finished his 
career as the league’s all time leader in 

both assists and steals. Astonishingly, 
he totaled 15,806 assists and 3,265 steals 
during his Hall of Fame-caliber career. 
He was a 10-time NBA All Star and a 
member of the first and second ‘‘Dream 
Teams,’’ the gold medal-winning 1992 
and 1996 U.S. Olympic men’s basketball 
teams. 

Stockton played 19 years for the 
Utah Jazz, which is also an all-time 
NBA record for most years played for 
one franchise. Even more remarkable 
than his longevity and loyalty, he 
helped lead the Jazz into the playoffs 
following every one of his 19 NBA sea-
sons. 

Along with his record of most overall 
assists, 15,806, Stockton holds the 
record for most assists in a season, 
1,164, and the highest assist average in 
a season, 14.5 per game. He is second 
all-time to Magic Johnson in assists 
per game during a career with 10.5. He 
once distributed 28 assists in one game. 
In a 48-minute ball game, that is nearly 
unthinkable. In comparison, the cur-
rent NBA leader in assists averages 
under 10 per game. 

As I mentioned, Stockton is also the 
NBA’s all-time leader in steals with 
3,265. He recorded over 700 more steals 
during his NBA tenure than the second 
place player had, a gentleman by the 
name of Michael Jordan. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge this House to 
congratulate one of the NBA’s most 
outstanding players ever, John Stock-
ton, on the occasion of his retirement 
from the NBA, and I thank the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON) for 
his work to honor John Stockton.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, when John Stockton 
broke the career record for assists, 
9,922, the owner of his team, the Utah 
Jazz, suggested he should set his career 
goal at 15,000. Such an idea was laugh-
able, even preposterous to some. John 
Stockton, though, retired at the end of 
the 2002 and 2003 season with 15,806 ca-
reer assists. 

Success in American professional 
sports is often defined by statistics. 
Mr. Stockton is a match for anyone. In 
addition to being the NBA’s all-time 
leader in assists with more than 50 per-
cent more than the next highest play-
er, Stockton also holds the league 
record for steals in a career with more 
than 3,200.

b 1600 

He is a 10-time all star and was se-
lected as one of the 50 greatest players 
in NBA history. 

What sets John Stockton apart from 
most athletes, however, is his sense of 
team. Mr. Stockton played for 19 sea-
sons. And due in large part to his excel-
lence, the Jazz made the playoffs in 
every one of those seasons. He is a two-
time Olympic gold medalist. No player 
spent as many years in games with 
only one team. And, remember, those 

15,000 assists means 15,000 easy baskets 
for his teammates. That is not bad, es-
pecially since Stockton was considered 
too small to succeed when he was 
drafted out of Gonzaga in 1984. 

John Stockton is such a consummate 
team player that it is almost impos-
sible to talk about him without also 
mentioning Karl Malone, Stockton’s 
teammate and partner for 18 seasons. 
Malone’s status as the NBA’s second 
all-time leading scorer is directly at-
tributable to the thousands of passes 
Stockton threw him over the years. In 
June, when Stockton retired, Malone 
gave this testimonial to his teammate, 
and I quote: ‘‘I hope and I pray people 
here realize a couple of things,’’ said 
Malone. ‘‘There absolutely, positively 
will never, ever be another John Stock-
ton. Ever. He gave me more than I gave 
him.’’

Stockton is also a family man, a fa-
ther of six. He is the sort of man who 
once signed a contract for millions less 
than he would have received on the 
open market so that he could secure 
ice time at Salt Lake City’s Delta Cen-
ter for his 7-year-old son’s hockey 
team. In an era when far too many ath-
letes and other public figures put self-
ish motives and personal glory fore-
most in their actions, a consummate 
teammate, unselfish player, and quiet 
superstar like John Stockton is well 
deserving of this resolution in his 
honor. He is indeed a role model to be 
emulated by others along the way. 

The gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
MATHESON), who is the sponsor of this 
resolution, had wanted to be here but, 
unfortunately, could not get back in 
time to speak, so, Mr. Speaker, he will 
submit his statement into the RECORD 
at the appropriate point. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my two colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON), for 
introducing this resolution and the 
dean of our delegation (Mr. CANNON), 
for working with the majority leader-
ship for the timing and the scheduling 
of this particular resolution. 

I do not intend to pretend that I was 
a close personal friend of the Stock-
tons, but I did have several occasions 
to be with them, usually on public oc-
casions. The one that I remember the 
clearest was sharing the owner’s box at 
the opening game of the new triple A 
baseball stadium that we have in Salt 
Lake City. At that time, Mr. Stockton 
was there with his wife and his young 
family. One of the reporters from the 
Salt Lake paper came up and begged 
for a picture of the entire family to use 
on the society page for the beginning of 
this baseball season. John Stockton re-
fused. He refused to have a picture of 
his family, his wife and his little kids 
there, because he did not want to ex-
pose his family to the kind of publicity 
that goes along with professional 
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sports and professional athletes. I was 
impressed with that. 

The second thing about that entire 
evening that I was impressed with, 
that even though I thought it was a 
wonderful baseball game, as all base-
ball games are, even though it was fas-
cinating, when it hit a certain time, 
even though there were still three in-
nings to go, he insisted on leaving be-
cause it was bedtime for his three kids, 
and the most important thing for him 
was not his public persona, but that his 
family had a commitment. I was im-
pressed with that. 

It is difficult or unusual at any time 
to have any kind of honor for John 
Stockton without mentioning Karl Ma-
lone along with it, but in this case I 
think we will have to wait until Mr. 
Malone retires until that honor con-
tinues on, and then we will probably 
have to share that with most of the 
California delegation at the same time. 

But on the retirement of John Stock-
ton, I am proud of him because he es-
tablished those old-fashioned values of 
hard work and commitment to family 
ahead of himself, a commitment to 
others ahead of himself, which is why 
he is the all-time assist leader. And it 
shows the personality that this gen-
tleman has, and what he has done as a 
symbol and also as somebody we can 
emulate in the State of Utah. We ap-
preciate his efforts on behalf of the 
Utah Jazz, especially what he has done 
as a symbol of a sports figure who does 
everything right, and his commitment 
to bringing standards of personal integ-
rity to the world of athletics. I appre-
ciate this opportunity to just voice my 
support of this particular resolution 
for a fine gentleman.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
COBLE). I do not know why a gentleman 
from North Carolina wants to speak on 
this issue, so I am going to be waiting 
to hear his every word. 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from the nutmeg land of 
Connecticut for yielding me this time. 

I am not sure how I became a fan, but 
I will say this: the words ‘‘Stockton to 
Malone’’ are synonymous words with 
winning basketball. And to watch 
those two guys play was not unlike, I 
say to the gentleman from Con-
necticut, watching a ballet. I mean Ma-
lone would haul down the rebound, dish 
off to Stockton, Stockton would very 
methodically and effectively move the 
ball into the front court and then, be-
fore you know it, the ball from Stock-
ton back to Malone, and then Malone 
buried the shot. It was winning basket-
ball, and it was unselfish basketball. 

My good friend, the chairman of the 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
Mr. Speaker, Senator ORRIN HATCH, 
knows that I am a Jazz fan. He said one 
day, HOWARD, I am going to get you out 
there as my guest. Well, it was not the 
Senator’s fault, nor was it my fault, 
but we never got to go. Now, as a result 
of that, Malone has gone to another 

team, and Stockton has retired. And 
when you procrastinate, I say to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, it comes 
back to bite you. It was no one’s fault. 

Finally, and I do not mean this to be 
a negative note, but many Jazz fans, 
including yours truly, believe that a 
no-call in a game that involved, I be-
lieve the Chicago Bulls and the Jazz, to 
what most Jazz fans conclude was an 
obvious foul, with which I am in agree-
ment, but it was not called, the whistle 
did not sound. And I think the Bulls 
went on to win that game. Ugh, you are 
right; ‘‘ugh’’ is correct. And many Jazz 
fans to this day relive that no-call, as 
I do. 

But what a great tribute to a great 
basketball player. My friend mentioned 
Stockton’s many attributes. I think he 
is the all-time leader in steals and as-
sists, destined for the Hall of Fame, I 
am sure. But I commend my colleagues 
for doing this resolution for John 
Stockton. I hope the gentleman from 
Connecticut now knows why I am a 
Jazz fan. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I do know. 
I was touched by the gentleman’s com-
ments. But I feel that the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), who yielded 
back time, may want to be yielded 
some time to talk about that no-call 
and explain what the heck happened, so 
I yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) to explain how the Bulls won 
that game. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
what was happening is that the Bulls 
were moving so fast until the referee 
just could not see what was happening. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for explaining why that call 
was never made.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the achievements of John Stockton, 
one of the greatest basketball players in the 
history of the sport. I would like to thank the 
leadership and the committee for their consid-
eration of this bipartisan resolution, which I 
had the honor of introducing along with my 
colleague from Washington, Mr. NETHERCUTT. 

John Stockton and his nineteen years with 
the Utah Jazz are forever linked in the memo-
ries of countless fans, both in my home state 
of Utah and throughout the nation. Stockton’s 
outstanding career and the example he set for 
young people in this country did us all proud. 

When Stockton announced his retirement at 
the end of the 2002-2003 season, tens of 
thousands of fans attended a celebration in 
his honor at the Delta Center in Salt Lake City 
last June. Not only were they celebrating his 
achievements as a player, these fans turned 
out to thank John Stockton for his loyalty to 
the Utah Jazz in an era dominated by free 
agency. 

As the all-time leader in assists in the NBA’s 
history, John Stockton always put his team 
first. He was also the league’s all-time leader 
in steals, ending his career with an amazing 
3,265 steals and he was selected in 1996 as 
one of the 50 Greatest Players in National 
Basketball Association History.’

John Stockton gave fans everywhere some-
one to emulate both on and off the basketball 
court, especially those in his dual hometowns, 

Salt Lake City, Utah and Spokane, Wash-
ington. Stockton’s commitment to his family, to 
the community, and to the states of Utah and 
Washington are to be commended and hon-
ored.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
other speakers, so I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and ask for a positive 
vote on this very important resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GILCHREST). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 274. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ENERGY EFFICIENT HOUSING 
TECHNICAL CORRECTION ACT 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3724) to amend section 220 of the 
National Housing Act to make a tech-
nical correction to restore allowable 
increases in the maximum mortgage 
limits for FHA-insured mortgages for 
multifamily housing projects to cover 
increased costs of installing a solar en-
ergy system or residential energy con-
servation measures. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3724

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Energy Effi-
cient Housing Technical Correction Act’’. 
SEC. 2. TECHNICAL CORRECTION. 

Section 220(d)(3)(B)(iii)(V) of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715k(d)(3)(B)(iii)(V)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘with respect to re-
habilitation projects involving not more 
than five family units,’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) and the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on this 
legislation, and to insert extraneous 
material thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection.
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I would like to thank the gentleman 

from Ohio (Chairman OXLEY), the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Chairman NEY), and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. FRANK), and the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WATERS), the 
ranking members, for agreeing to bring 
our bill to the floor so expeditiously. I 
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also would like to thank my friend the 
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY) and my friend, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SIM-
MONS) for joining me in introducing 
this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, during the 107th Con-
gress, we passed the FHA Downpay-
ment Simplification Act, which 
streamlined the downpayment process 
and increased the base mortgage 
amount limits for FHA-insured loans. 
By increasing access to these loans, 
Congress helped make the dream of 
owning a home a reality for many first-
time homebuyers. 

In passing this legislation, however, 
we made a seemingly inadvertent 
change to the law regarding what kind 
of residential projects qualify for in-
creased loan payments. We restricted 
the projects that are eligible for in-
creased loan limits to those which con-
tain less than five units and take steps 
to improve energy efficiency. 

Before the FHA Downpayment Sim-
plification Act, this provision read that 
increased loan limits could be granted 
to projects that contained less than 5 
units or are taking steps to improve 
energy efficiency. The net effect is 
large projects that want to employ en-
ergy-efficient measures are not elimi-
nated from receiving FHA mortgage in-
surance. 

The need for additional high-quality, 
affordable housing cannot be over-
stated. Our bill will correct the mis-
take and restore FHA mortgage insur-
ance for large residential projects that 
are also energy efficient. 

This is win-win legislation that will 
help stimulate construction of more re-
sponsibly built, affordable housing 
units, create jobs, and encourage in-
vestment, and it obviously is also envi-
ronmentally responsible. 

Again, I would like to thank my col-
leagues for bringing this bill to the 
floor so quickly, and I encourage its 
swift passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today I join my col-
league and cosponsor of this bill, the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS), in support of the Energy Effi-
cient Housing Technical Correction 
Act. 

This legislation will provide incen-
tives for builders to include environ-
mentally friendly additions to multi-
family housing developments, by mak-
ing projects eligible for 20 percent 
more FHA mortgage insurance. This is 
a noncontroversial, technical fix that 
corrects an oversight in the legislation 
enacted in the 107th Congress. This leg-
islation is also included in the com-
prehensive energy bill where it re-
ceived bipartisan, bicameral support. 

Enactment of H.R. 3724 will allow in-
creases in the maximum mortgage lim-
its for FHA insurance for multi-family 
housing projects that choose to install 
solar energy systems or residential en-

ergy conservation measures. Currently, 
housing projects with five or fewer 
units are permitted FHA insurance in 
amounts up to 20 percent higher than 
the standard limit for the purpose of 
making environmental improvements. 
This legislation on the floor today al-
lows multi-family developments with 
more than five units to be eligible for 
this same higher FHA coverage for en-
vironmental improvements. Higher 
FHA coverage was allowed for environ-
mental improvements for multi-family 
housing prior to the 107th Congress 
when it was inadvertently deleted.

b 1615 
It only makes sense that projects 

with more than five units, where the 
environmental benefits are greater, 
should be eligible for the extra FHA in-
surance. 

My colleagues who work on housing 
and environmental issues know that 
including solar energy systems and 
conservation measures can add signifi-
cant building costs. This legislation 
will provide an important incentive for 
builders to make these additional in-
vestments that benefit their residents 
and communities as a whole. 

It is my hope that this legislation 
will become law as soon as possible so 
that its benefits can begin to flow into 
the community. Whether Members rep-
resent urban, suburban or rural dis-
tricts, I am certain that the benefits of 
this legislation will potentially be felt 
by many of our constituents. 

Finally I want to thank the leader-
ship of the committee, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) and also my colleague and 
friend, the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS) for his work on 
this issue. It is my pleasure to work on 
many important environmental causes 
with him. And I appreciate his dedica-
tion to clean air, clean water, and con-
servation. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this legislation and urge a yes vote 
from my colleagues. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would again like to 
thank the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. MALONEY). We have worked 
on a number of issues together and it is 
always done very professionally. I am 
always proud to be by her side on legis-
lation, and this is one example. I again 
thank our leadership on both sides of 
the aisle. I urge passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GILCHREST). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 3724. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 17 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

f 

b 1833 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SHIMKUS) at 6 o’clock and 
33 minutes p.m. 

f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT REQUESTING 
DOCUMENTS IN POSSESSION OF 
THE PRESIDENT AND CERTAIN 
OFFICIALS RELATING TO DIS-
CLOSURE OF IDENTITY AND EM-
PLOYMENT OF MS. VALERIE 
PLAME 

Mr. GOSS, from the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence, submitted 
a privileged report (Rept. No. 108–413, 
Part 1) on the resolution (H. Res. 499) 
requesting the President and directing 
the Secretary of State, the Secretary 
of Defense, and the Attorney General 
to transmit to the House of Represent-
atives not later than 14 days after the 
date of the adoption of this resolution 
documents in the possession of the 
President and those officials relating 
to the disclosure of the identity and 
employment of Ms. Valerie Plame, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The re-
port will be received as Part 1. 

f 

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME 
ON WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN 
RESOLUTIONS 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that it be in order at any 
time on Wednesday February 4, 2004, 
for the majority leader or his designee 
to call up the following resolutions: H. 
Res. 493, H. Res. 496, H. Res. 497, H. Res. 
498, H. Res. 511, H. Res. 512, and H. Con. 
Res. 355; and each resolution be consid-
ered as read and the previous question 
be considered as ordered on each reso-
lution to final adoption without inter-
vening motion except (1) 1 hour of de-
bate and (2) one motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3030, IMPROVING THE COM-
MUNITY SERVICE BLOCK GRANT 
ACT OF 2003 

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
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(Rept. No. 108–412) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 513) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 3030) to amend the Com-
munity Service Block Grant Act to 
provide for quality improvements, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

House Resolution 507, by the yeas and 
nays; 

House Resolution 157, by the yeas and 
nays; 

House Joint Resolution 84, by the 
yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes. 

f 

EXPRESSING SORROW ON THE AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE SPACE 
SHUTTLE ‘‘COLUMBIA’’ ACCIDENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 507. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 507, 
on which the yeas and nays are or-
dered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 0, 
not voting 35, as follows:

[Roll No. 12] 

YEAS—397

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 

Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 

Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Evans 
Everett 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 

Lampson 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 

Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—35

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cox 
Culberson 
DeGette 
Dicks 
Dooley (CA) 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 

Farr 
Gephardt 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Inslee 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lucas (OK) 
McCrery 
Millender-

McDonald 

Myrick 
Ortiz 
Pombo 
Rahall 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryun (KS) 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Tauzin 
Watson 
Wynn

b 1856 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

Stated for:
Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

12, H. Res. 507, had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, on 
the first vote this evening, on H.R. 507, 
I was unavoidably detained. I ask that 
the record reflect that had I been 
present I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule 
XX, the remainder of this series will be 
conducted as 5-minute votes. 

f 

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE RE-
GARDING PRISONERS OF CON-
SCIENCE BY CHINESE GOVERN-
MENT FOR THEIR INVOLVEMENT 
IN EFFORTS TO END CHINESE 
OCCUPATION OF TIBET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 157. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 157, on which the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 398, nays 0, 
not voting 34, as follows:

[Roll No. 13] 

YEAS—398

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 

Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 

Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
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Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 

Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 

Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 

Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 

Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 

Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—34

Berman 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cox 
Culberson 
DeGette 
Dicks 
Dooley (CA) 
English 
Eshoo 
Farr 

Gephardt 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Honda 
Inslee 
Istook 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lucas (OK) 
McCrery 
Millender-

McDonald 
Myrick 

Ortiz 
Pombo 
Rahall 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sessions 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Watson 
Wynn

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 2 
minutes remain in this vote.

b 1904 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof), the rules were suspended and 
the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 93D BIRTHDAY 
OF RONALD REAGAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). The pending business is the 
question of suspending the rules and 
passing the joint resolution, H.J. Res. 
84. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J. 
Res. 84, on which the yeas and nays are 
ordered. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 394, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 5, not voting 33, as 
follows:

[Roll No. 14] 

YEAS—394

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Ballenger 

Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 

Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 

Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 

Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 

Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
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Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 

Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED PRESENT—5

Brown, Corrine 
Johnson, E. B. 

Lee 
Waters 

Watt 

NOT VOTING—33

Bereuter 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cox 
Culberson 
DeGette 
Dicks 
Dooley (CA) 
English 

Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Gephardt 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Honda 
Inslee 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lucas (OK) 
McCrery 

Millender-
McDonald 

Myrick 
Ortiz 
Pombo 
Rahall 
Ryun (KS) 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Watson 
Wynn

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1911 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the joint resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to 
be present for recorded votes today due to 
health reasons. However, if I had been 
present, I would have voted in the affirmative 
on rollcall vote Nos. 12, 13 and 14.

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 10 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair.

f 

b 2013 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARTER) at 8 o’clock and 
13 minutes p.m. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

THE DUTY OF LEADERS TO BE 
RESPONSIBLE IN THEIR RHETORIC 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, the most 
fundamental right that is guaranteed 
to us by the founders of our country is 
the right to speak freely. The Founding 
Fathers knew that public discourse is 
the backbone of a republic and must be 
inherent to a free society. As leaders, 
it is our job to raise the level of public 
debate in this country so that we can 
leave behind a legacy of sound decision 
enhanced by free-willed people. But we 
should never lower the bar of public de-
bate to the point where baseless rhet-
oric is the standard. 

It is our duty, Mr. Speaker, as lead-
ers, to raise the level of public debate 
to a level where truth can be self-evi-
dent, where the lines of fact and fiction 
are clear and not blurred, and where it 
would be unimaginable for a public fig-
ure to blatantly deceive the American 
people. 

We have a duty to all Americans, as 
leaders, to be responsible in our rhet-
oric, honest in our discourse, and 
truthful in our debate. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been profoundly 
disappointed in some of the recent pub-
lic discourse by some regarding Presi-
dent Bush’s service to our country. On 
Sunday morning, Terry McAuliffe, the 
chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee, said that President Bush 
was AWOL from the Alabama National 
Guard. Furthermore, he said that 
President Bush, as a member of the Na-
tional Guard, never served our country 
in the military. In my hands right here 
I hold President George Bush’s DD–214, 
which is the official separation record 
of any service member. Let the record 
show that it says right here that Presi-
dent Bush, our Commander in Chief, 
served honorably in the National 
Guard and received an honorable dis-
charge. 

For those of the Vietnam era, like I 
was, who will remember the service of 
National Guard troops, they under-
stand that a fighter pilot unit was not 
the best place to hide in the National 
Guard. My own personal recollection is 
that one morning as a copilot on a C–
130, I had been held overnight at that 
base that was abandoned and was being 
reopened at Takhli Air Force Base in 
Thailand. When I got up and walked 
outside the tent that morning there 
was an F–105 pilot there. He was nerv-
ous and said, ‘‘Where am I? Twelve 
hours ago,’’ he said, ‘‘I was teaching 
school in Kansas.’’ He was in the Kan-
sas National Guard. Twelve hours 
later, after teaching school, he is in the 
Southeast Asian conflict, flying wild 
weasel missions over the north. 

Mr. Speaker, the National Guard fly-
ing fighters was not a place to hide 
during the Vietnam conflict. It is next 
to impossible for the President to have 
received an honorable discharge if he 
was found guilty or even accused of 

AWOL. McAuliffe’s charges are to 
imply that the Guard would have given 
an honorable discharge to someone who 
did not show up for service. 

As you can see, Mr. Speaker, this ac-
cusation is reckless, it is irresponsible, 
and it is false. These charges are slan-
derous and without merit. It is out-
rageous for a leader of a political party 
and a top surrogate of the Presidential 
forerunner to be making this charge in 
our public discourse. 

Especially upsetting to me is that 
McAuliffe believes that serving in the 
National Guard does not constitute 
serving in the military. To imply that 
the National Guard is not military 
service is to dismiss the sacrifices of 
tens of thousands of National Guards-
men and women who have served before 
and are presently serving. And it is a 
slap in the face to their service and 
their families. 

National Guardsmen in World War II 
landed at Omaha Beach. The New Mex-
ico National Guard served in the Pa-
cific, and still today we honor those 
members who survived the Bataan 
Death March, who were members of the 
National Guard in New Mexico. 

Currently there are more than 193,000 
National Guard members and Reserv-
ists currently serving our country in 
the war on terror. About 40 percent of 
the soldiers in Iraq are Guard and Re-
serve. In my district alone I have more 
than 1,500 National Guardsmen and 
women and Reservists currently serv-
ing on Active Duty. 

And, Mr. Speaker, it would be a cold 
day in July in New Mexico before I 
would let anyone say that these men 
and women, the people that I represent 
in this fine institution, do not serve 
our country. 

I went to Iraq, Mr. Speaker, and I 
met personally with young men and 
women who are serving there. Mr. 
Speaker, the National Guard and Re-
serves are steadfast servants to our 
country, serving to ensure that liberty 
for others is achieved. Some of these 
men and women are on the front lines. 
They serve as a wedge between ter-
rorism and freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, the National Guard and 
Reserve soldiers are serving our coun-
try as we speak. As a member of the 
Air Force, I find Mr. McAuliffe’s char-
acterizations insulting and demeaning. 
Terry McAuliffe cheapens the National 
Guard by saying it is not military serv-
ice. His baseless insinuations diminish 
the National Guard as an institution. 
He owes an apology to the men and 
women in the National Guard and Re-
serve uniforms who are serving our 
country and protecting their fellow 
Americans. 

Mr. McAuliffe’s comments represent 
the worst of election year politics. It 
must be a sad day to be a member of 
the political party whose leader pub-
licly denounces, degrades, and dis-
honors the fighting force that is at this 
moment fighting for freedom and lib-
erty and who have risked their lives to 
fight terrorism around the world. 
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It is a sad day, Mr. Speaker, when we 

allow our public debate to be laced 
with deception in this body and the 
other body. We have a duty to the 
American people and to future genera-
tions to raise the level of our honest 
public debate in this country. Let that 
be our legacy.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

POTENTIAL CLIMATE CHANGE DUE 
TO EARTH WARMING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to spend just a couple of 
minutes discussing facts about the po-
tential for climate change. Is there 
such a thing as climate change? Is the 
earth warming? 

On the perspective of climate change 
and whether or not there is global 
warming, tonight I would like to dis-
cuss the oceans, which make up about 
70 percent of the earth’s surface. The 
ocean has a huge moderating effect on 
the heat balance of the planet. As the 
oceans affect our climate, they move in 
currents around the globe and bring ei-
ther cold water or warm water to dif-
ferent areas. And that effect has this 
immense balancing of the heat on the 
planet. And we have experienced fairly 
moderate temperatures for hundreds of 
years. 

We all know that the climate does 
change periodically. We have had Ice 
Ages in the past. In the past there have 
been plants growing in the area we now 
call the Antarctic. So climate does 
change over a period of time. There is 
some indication, though, that when the 
climate has changed in the past, it has 
changed quickly, sometimes dramati-
cally, without human intervention. 

What I would like to speak to tonight 
is human activity causing the ocean 
surface temperature to rise. A number 
of scientists who have written a num-
ber of articles recently have shown 
clear evidence that in the last 40 years, 
ocean temperatures around the globe 
on their surface have increased rather 
dramatically. 

As a matter of fact, the increase in 
the last 40 years can be compared to 
the increase in the last 1,000 years. 
Now, there are certain things that 
cause the ocean to move. We know 
wind causes it to move, the tempera-
ture of the water will cause it to move, 
the salinity of the ocean will cause cer-
tain movements, the rotation of the 
earth, evaporation and precipitation. 
These are all effects that cause the 
ocean to move. But since the ocean 
temperature is warming, there is more 

evaporation around the equatorial re-
gions because the ocean is warming 
more there than has been in recent 
times. As a result of that, there is 
more precipitation in the northern part 
of our oceans. 

Ocean currents, then, which are af-
fected by these conditions, whether it 
is wind, temperature, salinity and so 
on, the ocean currents are having a 
tendency to move differently. Ocean 
currents have a dynamic impact on the 
climate balance of the planet because 
it moves warm water, thus the weath-
er, or a change of weather, to different 
parts of the planet. 

For example, England is on the same 
latitude as Labrador, but England has 
a much warmer climate than Labrador. 
Part of this is because of ocean cur-
rents moving in the Atlantic Ocean. 

If we can take the Atlantic Ocean as 
an example, if you look at the Atlantic 
Ocean, the currents move in a clock-
wise fashion. We know that the gulf 
stream moving north along the coast of 
the United States moves north. When 
it gets up to the area of Greenland-Ice-
land-Norway, it then moves south. This 
current has been going for hundreds, if 
not thousands, of years. 

The reason the current is so strong in 
this area is because when the water 
moves further north, it gets colder and 
more dense and begins to sink. As a re-
sult of a relationship of evaporation 
and precipitation, when it moves fur-
ther north it gets saltier. When the 
water is cold and saltier it sinks fast, 
creating a pump that pushes the water 
south. Hence, we have a conveyer belt 
that keeps the north Atlantic moving 
in a clockwise motion. 

What is beginning to happen now, 
though, is interesting. Glaciers are 
melting, the polar ice cap is dimin-
ishing. There is greater rainfall in the 
north Atlantic. And as a result of these 
conditions, caused in part by the 
warming on the ocean surface, we have 
fresh water being a major part of the 
north Atlantic. 

Even though fresh water will sink be-
cause it is more dense, it sinks very 
slowly. The fact that you have salt-
water with the cold fresh water, it 
sinks faster. Because the water is be-
coming fresher, less saltier in the 
north Atlantic, the pump is slowing 
down, which means the conveyer belt is 
slowing down, which means the warmer 
water that is moving to the northern 
areas from the equatorial regions of 
the planet is not moving as fast. 

So the consequence of this, the po-
tential consequence of this, is a much 
colder area in the north Atlantic, 
which would mean the United States 
and that area, Asia, Europe, and Scan-
dinavia. 

Mr. Speaker, just a couple of inter-
esting facts about the potential cli-
mate change.

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent to take my special order 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE PRESIDENT’S 2005 BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, tonight I 
rise in great disagreement with the 
funding priorities set forth by our 
President that was just unveiled a few 
days ago in his 2005 budget. Over and 
over again we hear that President Bush 
wants to create jobs, protect our envi-
ronment, and help the uninsured and 
make our Nation a safer place for fu-
ture generations. 

However, the President has raised or 
released a budget with the record def-
icit of $521 billion that is, in my opin-
ion, one of the most anti-worker, anti-
health care, and anti-environmental 
proposals in modern times. 

When the President took office it was 
the first time in 70 years that a Presi-
dent had a surplus, a surplus of $5.6 
trillion. For the third year in a row, 
this administration has proposed more 
oversize tax cuts that just drive the 
budget further into the red and do 
nothing to bolster the priorities of the 
American public. 

We need more jobs. We need better 
access to health care. We need more 
funding for education and more envi-
ronmental protections. And most of 
all, we need a commitment by this ad-
ministration to make these priorities. 

Let us look at the reality facing our 
American families. Since President 
Bush took office, the economy is down 
2.9 million private sector jobs; 2.9 mil-
lion jobs lost. And I am referring to a 
chart here, unemployment rates in my 
own district. When I look at the cities 
that I represent, for example, the city 
of El Monte, we are still upwards of 7.9 
percent in unemployment. In the area 
of east Los Angeles, where a large 
number of Hispanics live, we are al-
most up to 10 percent. It has been there 
stagnating for almost 3 years.

b 2030 

It has not changed the course that 
the President would like us all to be-
lieve that somehow the economy is re-
covering; 90,000 workers a week are 
running out of unemployment benefits 
with no jobs in sight because the Bush 
economy is creating only one job for 
every three people that are unem-
ployed. Yet we continually hear prom-
ises that the tax cuts will create jobs. 
Workers need more economic security, 
not tax cuts. And workers in small 
businesses, particularly in districts 
like mine who thrive and are the ones 
that are actually making a better life 
for us in our country, are having to 
face a 10 percent budget cut in the 
Small Business Administration. And 
since the year 2001, 2.4 million more 
Americans have lost their health care. 
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Again, we have heard the President 

prioritize health care for all Ameri-
cans. However, creating a refundable 
tax credit to purchase health insurance 
does not ensure affordable insurance 
for individuals who are older and who 
have poorer health care. We are in the 
midst of a health care crisis, and the 
proposed tax care credit would only 
help 5 percent of the 44 million that are 
currently uninsured in this country. 

The low-income families in my dis-
trict do not want to hear false prom-
ises. They need to know that the pro-
grams they depend on, like Medicaid, 
are being supported and protected. We 
cannot ignore once again budget cuts, 
for example, that are being thwarted 
right now or lashed against; the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency will cut 
about 7 percent of their budget. We 
hear this administration telling us, we 
protect the environment; we are really 
doing all of these things because we 
want to have a safer environment, 
safer drinking water and cleaner air. 
But the majority of the funding that is 
being taken away at this time will, in 
fact, not protect our environment or 
public health. 

We cannot make these kinds of trade-
offs that we are hearing about. We can-
not increase Superfund funding at the 
mercy of clean-water funding. We can-
not steal from Peter to pay Paul. And 
the budget that the Bush administra-
tion is proposing cuts funding for leak-
ing underground storage tank clean-up 
which is very critical in my district be-
cause you see blighted areas right now, 
you see gas stations that are aban-
doned. There are about 150 of these 
tanks in my district. They release 
toxic chemicals in our soil and in our 
water supply. 

Our communities deserve clean air, 
land and water, and our children’s 
health depends upon it. We cannot af-
ford to ignore this. 

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity might have received an overall 5 
percent increase, according to this ad-
ministration, but the President pro-
posed cuts in grants to local fire, po-
lice, and emergency medical agencies 
which will result in about 18 percent 
cuts overall, first responders, public 
safety grant cuts by 18 percent from 
$4.4 billion to $3.6 billion. So who is 
really taking care of the homeland? 

In my district, police departments 
are already feeling a tremendous 
strain, and many police departments 
are already proposing massive layoffs. 
In fact, one of the best programs that I 
can tell you about in my district is 
known as a community-oriented police 
service program, the COPS program, 
which is one of the very basic programs 
that helps provide the local cop on the 
beat. That is now being penciled out. 

Our first responders must provide 
critical lifesaving services. I can go on 
and on, but the fact of the matter is we 
are talking about cuts in jobs and in 
education.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida). Under 

a previous order of the House, the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

HAPPY BIRTHDAY TO RONALD 
REAGAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I come 
to the floor tonight in honor of the 93rd 
birthday of one of our greatest Presi-
dents. Ronald Reagan was elected in 
1980 on the promise of a new America. 
His fearless determination in the face 
of the Iron Curtain gave America the 
hope for a better tomorrow. 

Reagan’s vision inspired the promise 
of future leaders and guided our coun-
try away from big government, high 
taxes, and economic stagnation to-
wards international strength and fiscal 
responsibility. 

Born February 6, 1911, President 
Reagan studied economics at Eureka 
College, took a job as a sportscaster, 
and found his way to Hollywood where 
he appeared in 53 films. One of the 
most famous films was ‘‘Knute Rock-
ne—All American,’’ where Reagan 
played legendary Notre Dame star 
George Gipp. ‘‘Win one for the Gipper,’’ 
Knute Rockne proclaimed as he in-
spired his players to defeat Army for 
their last and only one of the season. 
This line later became the campaign 
motto for our 40th President. 

Reagan embarked on his journey into 
politics as president of the Screen Ac-
tors Guild, and he soon realized his tal-
ents were needed in the political arena. 
Reagan went on to become the Gov-
ernor of California in 1966, campaigned 
for President in 1972 and 1976, and was 
elected President of the United States 
in 1980, winning 489 electoral votes. 

Amidst high inflation at home and 
hostages abroad, Americans longed for 
renewal, sweeping Ronald Reagan into 
office. Sixty-nine days after his inau-
guration, Reagan was shot by a would-
be assassin. As doctors rushed him to 
surgery, Reagan stated, ‘‘I hope you 
are all Republicans,’’ only to hear his 
doctor reply, ‘‘Today, Mr. President, 
we are all Republicans.’’

Reagan returned balance and exu-
berance to our government. Suddenly, 
there were two political parties work-
ing together towards meaningful legis-
lation to renew our economy with tax 
cuts. Reagan’s America was a place 
where all Americans were self-reliant. 
Reagan showed that big government 
was not the answer, but the problem. 
Reagan’s agenda was to reduce the size 
of our government, cut spending, and 
reinvigorate our economy. 

The success of President Reagan’s 
economic strategy has given us direc-
tion on how to restore an economy re-
covering from a recession. In 1986, 
Reagan overhauled the income tax 
code, which eliminated millions of peo-
ple with low incomes from the tax 
rolls. He knew that the best way to en-
courage economic growth was to give 
money back to the people. Reagan’s 
tax cut sparked one of the most ambi-
tious and fastest-growing economies in 
our history. We are beginning to see 
similar results under President Bush’s 
tax cuts. Reagan proved that tax cuts 
could spark the necessary investment 
for a new economy. 

In foreign policy, Reagan’s motto 
was ‘‘peace through strength,’’ as he 
embarked on a quest to end the Cold 
War, reunite Germany, reduce nuclear 
arms, and fight terrorism. Reagan is 
credited for winning the Cold War and 
setting the stage for the fall of the Ber-
lin Wall. Although the birth of Amer-
ica’s new economy in the 1980s is his 
economic legacy, people that remem-
ber the Reagan era recall a spirit of pa-
triotism like no other. People rallied 
behind the banner of American ideals 
in the face of Communism and inter-
national insecurity. 

After the threat of terrorism in the 
late 1970s and early 1980s, our Nation 
needed a reason to feel unity and secu-
rity. Reagan was there to lend his wit 
and his hope in our Nation to all Amer-
icans. He gave us hope and promise 
when we needed it most, and Reagan’s 
true legacy is the restoration of the 
dream that is America. 

Happy birthday, Mr. President.
f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. HINCHEY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
WELDON) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f 

THE BUSH BUDGET IS WHOLLY 
DEFICIENT AND IMMORAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, tonight I rise 

to discuss the President’s proposed budget for 
fiscal year 2005. The Bush Budget boasts 
$521 million in deficits and takes the auda-
cious step of increasing the budget by 50 per-
cent in 1 year while promising to cut that 
same 50 percent increase in half within 5 
years. Is he joking? Does he think the Amer-
ican public has no discerning ability to think 
about the state of our affairs logically? To cre-
ate such a huge deficit and place it on the 
backs of our children is morally indefensible. 
The interest expense of the deficit will mean 
higher taxes and will also mean that future 
taxpayers will be hamstringed to provide for 
national security, homeland security, and edu-
cation for our kids or healthcare for our par-
ents. Moreover, Bush’s budget represents the 
largest deficits in this Nation’s history. To 
make this statistic even worse, he took office 
with a $5.6 trillion surplus. 

Cuts to Education: The Bush budget fails to 
provide $9.4 billion in promised funding for 
education, which means that 2.4 million chil-
dren will not get the help in reading and math 
they were promised. Bush’s budget freezes 
funding for rural education and provides only 
half the funding promised to after school pro-
grams. This shortfall in funding means that 1.3 
million children who were promised after 
school programs will not get them. The Bush 
administration has frozen funding for Pell 
grants at the maximum level of $4,050 and re-
sults in a lower average award of $2,399. The 
administration’s budget also cuts reading pro-
grams by $22 million, even though the Presi-
dent touts a new $100 million reading program 
for high school students and an increase of 
$129 million for Reading First, however, in 
order to pay for these increases, the President 
budget eliminates $247 million in the Even 
Start literacy program. Despite the administra-
tion’s attempt to highlight its community col-
lege job training proposal, the Bush budget 
cuts job training programs by $286 million. 
These cuts total $36 million more than the 
$250 million proposed for the community col-
lege program. In addition, the budget would 
cut $316 million in vocational training funding 
in the Department of Education. All of these 
cuts are on top of $1.4 billion in spending re-
ductions President Bush has proposed for job 
training and vocational education since he 
took office. 

Cuts in Veterans Benefits: While almost all 
veteran programs provide medical care and 
hospital services, President Bush’s budget for 
Veterans programs of $29.8 billion is $257 mil-
lion below the amount the CBO estimated it 
needs to maintain current benefit levels. Over 
5 years, the budget is $13.5 billion below the 
amount needed to maintain benefits at the 
current level. Bush’s budget also fails to re-
peal the Disabled Veterans Tax, which forces 
disabled military retirees to give up $1 of their 
pension for every dollar of disability pay they 
receive. Also, the budget imposes a $250 an-
nual enrollment fee on non-service-connected 
Priority 7 (higher income, non-service-con-
nected) veterans and all Priority 8 veterans 
who wish to receive medical care from the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. The budget as-
sumes 5-year savings of $1.5 billion from this 
proposal. The budget also assumes 5-year 
savings of $747 million from increasing phar-
macy co-payments for Priority 7 and 8 vet-
erans from $7 to $15. Both of these were pro-
posed in last year’s budget and rejected by 

the Congress. The President’s budget raises 
health care costs for veterans, imposing new 
co-payments and enrollment fees that will cost 
veterans over $2 billion over 5 years. 

Cuts in Healthcare: The Bush budget re-
flects a difference of $139 billion, a total of 
$534 billion over 10 years to fund the Medi-
care Prescription Drug, Improvement and 
Modernation Act. The Bush budget cuts Med-
icaid spending by 23.6 billion over 10 years by 
curbing intergovernmental transfers and the 
use of the upper payment limit and by limiting 
Medicaid provider payments to the cost of pro-
viding services. When these cuts are com-
bined, the total impact on Medicaid results in 
$15.7 billion over 10 years. This year’s budget 
once again proposes block grant Medicaid. 
Under this proposal, States have the option to 
cut benefits to certain Medicaid populations 
and to roll back benefits. 

Tax Cuts: The President makes his expiring 
tax cuts permanent at a cost of $131.6 billion 
over 5 years. Over 75 years, these tax cuts 
exceed the combined shortfalls in Social Se-
curity and Medicare. The budget squanders an 
additional $1 trillion over the next 10 years in 
additional tax cuts for the wealthy, but does 
not expand the tax credit to cover millions of 
military and working families. Instead of help-
ing small business growth, the Bush budget 
cuts funding for Small Business Administration 
by 10 percent. President Bush continues to 
push for tax breaks for companies that move 
American jobs overseas instead of helping 
American small businesses. 

Glaring Omissions: No funding in 2005 for 
the ongoing military operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. Supplemental funding which will 
further increase the deficit will be required to 
pay for the costs of these operations. The 
budget avoids long-term reform of the alter-
native minimum tax (AMT), even though the 
AMT will soon force millions of middle class 
families to pay more taxes, contrary to the 
original intent of the AMT. 

Record Job Losses: President Bush enjoys 
the worst jobs record since Herbert Hoover. 
This is the third budget that Mr. Bush has pro-
duced which claimed that jobs would be cre-
ated. Instead, the exact opposite has oc-
curred, over the past 3 years, the United 
States has lost more than 2.3 million jobs. The 
Bush budget cuts $286 million from job train-
ing and employment services, these cuts 
come on top of the $1.5 billion in cuts to job 
training and related services that President 
Bush proposed when he took office. The Bush 
budget for the Labor Department does not 
keep pace with inflation and cuts desperately 
needed programs. Two million individuals over 
the coming months are expected to exhaust 
their Federal and State unemployment bene-
fits, due to objections from Republican leaders 
to extend these benefits. The Bush budget 
block-grants adult and dislocated worker pro-
grams under the Workforce Investment Act 
(WIA), jeopardizing critical training resources 
just as workers look to gain new skills to com-
pete in an increasingly tight job market. Dis-
located workers will be hurt the most because 
there would no longer be dedicated funding 
guaranteed to help them find new jobs. The 
Bush budget also eliminates the Employment 
Service—the very program that connects un-
employed workers with jobs. This termination 
comes at a time when millions of workers con-
tinue to struggle to find jobs. 

Mr. Bush’s tax cuts which promised to in-
crease jobs has not come to fruition. Not only 

have the losses been massive but $1 trillion of 
new debt has been created. Last month, only 
1,000 jobs were created by the economy. 
However, in his last State of the Union ad-
dress, President Bush stated that ‘‘jobs are on 
rise.’’ Based on this type of progress, it would 
take 192 years and 8 months for the economy 
to return to the number of jobs it had at the 
beginning of Bush’s presidency. 

Additional Domestic Cuts: Domestic appro-
priations are held to a 1 percent increase 
which reduces funding for transportation, envi-
ronmental protection, and small businesses 
and other priority series that the American 
people want and respect. 

The President’s budget is a bad dream be-
yond belief. It is evasive, inefficient, poorly 
thought and most egregiously hurts the people 
who can least afford to be hurt. The Demo-
crats have priorities and we are going to fight 
for them. We want to create good paying jobs 
and help small business to grow, to improve 
education, lower health care cost, support vet-
erans and military retirees as well as to do 
more to protect our ports and borders from 
terrorism. 

In another sly move, President Bush pre-
sented a 5-year budget instead of a 10-year 
budget to further conceal the true cost of his 
policies to the American public. This budget 
includes policies that have long-term costs 
that need to be looked at over longer periods 
of time. Examples of programs that meet this 
criteria include the President’s Mission to Mars 
and the Lifetime Savings and Retirement ac-
counts which will incur significant costs past 
the 5-year time frame. To further put the def-
icit in perspective, be aware that in 1998, we 
achieved the first balanced budget in 29 
years. In 1999, we achieved the first balanced 
budget without reliance on the Social Security 
trust fund. In 2000, we achieved the first bal-
anced budget without relying on either the So-
cial Security or Medicare Trust Fund surpluses 
in the history of those programs. 

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG BILL THAT WOULD 
BENEFIT ALL SENIORS 

Mr. Speaker, I also rise tonight because I 
am concerned that while millions of senior citi-
zens struggle to pay for their prescription 
drugs, Republicans once again have joined 
forces with HMOs and big drug companies to 
pass legislation that does nothing to bring 
down the skyrocketing costs of drug prices. 

The real winners of the new GOP prescrip-
tion drug law are not the seniors, but the drug 
companies, who will make billions in windfall 
profits; and the big insurance companies who 
will benefit immediately from the billions in 
HMO overpayments, and a special $12 billion 
Medicare HMO slush fund. 

You do not have to be a rocket scientist to 
figure out that the GOP was more concerned 
about protecting the profits of big drug compa-
nies, rather than controlling the prices of pre-
scription drugs so more seniors could afford 
them. Just look at the fine print of the law. 

The bill explicitly prohibits the government 
form negotiating lower prescription drug prices 
from the big drug companies, and prohibits the 
legal importation of drugs from Canada. Mr. 
Speaker, prohibiting the government 
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form lowering the costs of prescription 
drugs, when Nation is experiencing a 
growing budget deficit, and is experi-
encing a sluggish economy, makes no 
sense at all. 

Furthermore, there is a doughnut 
hole in the GOP bill that is large 
enough to drive a Mack truck through. 
Under the Republican bill, in the first 
year, millions of middle class seniors 
with drug costs between $2,250 and 
$5,100 will receive no help at all, even 
though they must pay premiums. This 
is not fair. Experts have concluded that 
most seniors will end up paying more 
for their prescription drugs in the near 
future, even if they enroll in the new 
program. 

Tonight, I ask a very straight for-
ward question: how in the world can 
millions of seniors citizens afford to 
pay, out of pocket, anywhere up to 
$2,850 dollars in prescription drug 
costs, because of the doughnut hole in 
coverage in the GOP bill. 

The answer is clear: seniors will con-
tinue to struggle, day after day, just as 
they have for decades, to figure out 
how they can afford to purchase des-
perately needed prescription drugs. 
Many will have to continue to endure 
their aches and pains because they will 
not be able to afford prescription drugs 
under this ill designed program. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is fair 
for senior citizens to have to go 
through this nightmare any more. Mr. 
Speaker, I think this is a moral out-
rage, and I urge the Congress to adopt 
a new Medicare Prescription drug bill 
that would benefit all seniors, not just 
the drug companies and the HMOs.

f 

IRAQ INTELLIGENCE LAPSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, the blessings of this Nation 
are that we are a Republic, a constitu-
tional Republic, that the Founding Fa-
thers were wise enough to establish 
three distinct branches of government. 
I take that distinction and that con-
stitutional mandate very seriously and 
believe that the congressional legisla-
tive branch has a responsibility of 
oversight over the executive as the ju-
diciary remains as an independent 
component. 

The administration of this govern-
ment, the executive, engaged in a de-
bate in the fall of 2002 that suggested 
to the American people that we were 
about to be attacked by Iraq. It was a 
vigorous debate. There was great, if 
you will, challenge to the administra-
tion’s facts; and they waged a very 
public, if you will, campaign to con-
vince the American people and to con-
vince the United States Congress that 
we were about to be imminently at-
tacked. It was a serious campaign, Mr. 
Speaker; it was a serious moment in 
our history. Members of this Congress 
took that debate very seriously. 

I recall very vividly great emotion on 
the floor of the House, great indecision, 
indecisiveness, great concern and 
conflictedness about whether we should 
go to war, whether or not the words of 
the President mentioned and the Axis 
of Evil that was then ultimately men-
tioned in the winter of 2003 was actu-
ally factual; but the administration 
was convinced. They have pushed the 
intelligence community to the point of 
representing to all of us that this infor-
mation was factual. 

Let me share with my colleagues 
words from the administration: ‘‘Sim-
ply stated, there is no doubt that Sad-
dam Hussein now has weapons of mass 
destruction,’’ Vice President DICK CHE-
NEY, August 26, 2002. 

‘‘Right now, Iraq is expanding and 
improving facilities that were used for 
production of biological weapons,’’ 
President Bush, September 12, 2002. 

‘‘The Iraqi regime possesses and pro-
duces chemical and biological weapons. 
It is seeking nuclear weapons,’’ Bush, 
October 7, 2002. 

‘‘We have also discovered through in-
telligence that Iraq has a growing fleet 
of manned and unmanned aerial vehi-
cles that will be used to disburse chem-
ical and biological weapons across 
broad areas. We are concerned that 
Iraq is exploring ways of using the 
UAVs for missions targeting the 
United States,’’ Bush, October 7, 2002. 

‘‘We know for a fact that there are 
weapons there,’’ White House Spokes-
man, Ari Fleisher, January 9, 2003. 

‘‘The evidence indicates that Iraq is 
reconsidering its nuclear weapons pro-
gram. Saddam Hussein has held numer-
ous meetings with the Iraqi nuclear 
scientists, a group he calls his nuclear 
mujahadeen, his nuclear holy warriors. 
Satellite photographs reveal that Iraq 
is rebuilding facilities at sites that 
have been part of its nuclear program 
in the past,’’ Bush, October 7, 2002. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be offering in the 
next couple of days the Protect Amer-
ica’s National Security Act of 2004, the 
PANS Act of 2004. That is to demand 
congressional hearings by the Select 
Committee on Homeland Security, 
Committee on the Judiciary, the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence, 
absolutely demanding that an inquiry 
be made on the question of the level of 
intelligence that was utilized to con-
vince this Congress, both the House 
and the Senate, of the decision to go to 
war. 

I am against the bipartisan commis-
sion that has been offered by the Presi-
dent. Why? Because the President will 
be making the appointments regardless 
of the fact of whether they will be 
Democrats and Republicans. The Presi-
dent, the administration, the executive 
will be setting the time of the start 
and the completion of its work. I am 
concerned that any report and any in-
vestigation on the question of the type 
of intelligence that was given at the 
time of the decision made to go to war 
be challenged and it be an oversight by 
the Congress of the United States. 

I refuse to allow this Congress to ab-
dicate its responsibility under the Con-
stitution to give oversight of the ques-
tion of whether or not the intelligence 
given was both legitimate and substan-
tial and the basis on which it was 
made. 

To the American public, you deserve 
an answer. To the American public, 
you deserve that your congressional 
representatives engage in a process to 
investigate where there is no time set, 
where there is no end set, by the very 
executive that presented the intel-
ligence. 

In addition, we should hurry this re-
port. This report should be done within 
a 6-month period because it is time 
sensitive. Why is it time sensitive, Mr. 
Speaker? Because intelligence is a 
basic infrastructure of security of 
America. It determines how we secure 
our borders, it determines aviation se-
curity, it determines the difference or 
the different levels of alert that we 
propose day after day after day. 

It is crucial that the Congress rises 
to the level of oversight. It is inter-
esting that we wish to push this very 
important work off to a civilian, if you 
will, commission which the very entity 
that we are investigating will be the 
one that will select both the partici-
pants and the procedures. Congress 
needs to use its subpoena powers and 
its investigatory powers in order to en-
sure that the American people have the 
truth. 

I ask my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to 
join me in co-sponsoring the Protect 
America’s National Security Act of 
2004, which will ask for the general 
numbers of the CIA budget so that we 
will know, as was suggested by a 
former Reagan administration official.

I would like to thank my colleagues for tak-
ing the time to speak out tonight about this 
issue that is critical to the long-term survival of 
our Nation. I do not mean to use hyperbole. 
However, I truly believe that so much rides on 
our foreign intelligence gathering system. Our 
foreign policy, our trade policies, how we run 
our borders, what level of alert we are at, how 
we should live our day-to-day lives—it all is 
based on our understanding of what is hap-
pening in the world around us. If we are con-
tinually making decisions based on false as-
sumptions and wrong interpretations, we could 
face a future full of 9/11s and unnecessary 
wars like the one still raging in Iraq today. 

In the run-up to war, top Administration offi-
cials, and the President himself, were making 
statements daily about the deadly weapons 
that Saddam Hussein was pointing at the 
American people. We heard that they had 
stockpiles of biological and chemical weapons. 
We heard they were trying to buy materials for 
nuclear weapons; they had mobile weapons 
labs, and programs to develop more. One by 
one, these claims have been refuted. Last 
week, we heard Dr. David Kay, our own chief 
weapons inspector for the past year, testify 
that those claims were false. 

However, we went to war based mostly on 
those claims. The war that has taken the lives 
of more than 500 brave U.S. soldiers, killed 
tens of thousands of Iraqis, cost us hundreds 
of billions of dollars, and diminished our stand-
ing in the world community. We have to find 

VerDate jul 14 2003 03:56 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A03FE7.057 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H283February 3, 2004
out how this tragedy occurred, and make sure 
it doesn’t happen again. The American people 
are calling for answers, and we need them ur-
gently. On Friday, the President declared that 
he wants answers too. I commend him for 
that, but I am concerned that no matter how 
well-intentioned he is—the truth will not come 
out of his Administration. 

I am worried that a commission hand-picked 
by the executive branch, with an agenda and 
schedule crafted by the executive branch, will 
be incapable of producing an objective and 
useful assessment of executive branch fail-
ures. It is a fundamental human trait that 
groups tend to close ranks to shield them-
selves from scrutiny when they know they 
have made mistakes. That is why the framers 
of the Constitution built a system of checks 
and balances into our great government. The 
President has the power to veto any law Con-
gress passes, and in return, Congress has a 
strict duty of oversight over the executive 
branch and the Agencies.

It would be a gross dereliction of our duties, 
if Congress sits idly by and assumes that the 
Administration will take care of this problem. In 
fact, we have already seen that the Presi-
dent’s Commission is getting off on the wrong 
foot. We are getting reports that it is too broad 
in scope, and may not yield any answers until 
next year. That is unacceptable. Our national 
security depends on reliable intelligence infor-
mation. Furthermore, the President has stated 
that we are in a global ‘‘War on Terror.’’ we 
have soldiers on the ground around the world 
fighting that war. They, their families, and the 
American people, deserve to know what they 
are fighting for, and what dangers they may 
face. We simply don’t have months or years to 
waste before we get around to fixing our intel-
ligence-gathering system. We may be vulner-
able now, so we cannot rest until we address 
this problem. 

Congressional leadership should imme-
diately launch a series of full and comprehen-
sive hearings, including Homeland Security, 
Judiciary, Armed Services, and Intel Commit-
tees from both the House and Senate. Within 
six months, we need to report back to the 
American people how the Administration could 
have been so far off the mark on Iraqi weap-
ons. We must learn from that mistake first. 
After that, we can move on to broader issues. 

None of us knows what a real investigation 
will yield. It will take hard work to fully under-
stand the function of our intelligence gathering 
agencies, since they are largely secret from 
the American people, and most Members of 
Congress. Even simple questions like, ‘‘Are 
we putting enough money into Intel?’’ is tough 
to answer since the CIA budget is top secret. 
I think we need to take a look at that policy. 
Funding of special programs should obviously 
be guarded. However, I think maybe the 
American people should have a general idea 
of how much we are spending on intelligence 
gathering, in total. Only then can they decide 
if they are getting their money’s worth. 

But more important then the financing is the 
functionality. Do we have adequate man-
power? Do we have reliable data? Are we in-
terpreting that data properly? Have we com-
promised our analysis by poisoning it with poli-
tics and partisanship? 

The American people deserve answers. 
This isn’t about politics; it is about prudence.

b 2045 

THE REAL COST OF THE 
PRESCRIPTION DRUG BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida.) Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, last 
week we learned that after extensive 
debate we were told that the Medicare 
bill would cost $400 billion to the tax-
payers. We learned that the real num-
ber, and known all along, was $540 bil-
lion. Not a single benefit has been ac-
crued to a senior citizen. Not a single 
prescription drug or reduction in cost 
has been accrued to a senior citizen, 
and yet the taxpayers are being asked 
to foot the bill not for $400 billion but 
for $540 billion. 

In the last 2 months since this Con-
gress passed the prescription drug bill, 
three things have happened. First, the 
taxpayers have been asked to pay an 
additional $140 billion. Second, Mr. 
Scully, who is over at Health and 
Human Services and negotiated this 
bill, got a huge lobbying contract and 
became a lobbyist. And in today’s Wall 
Street Journal, there was an article 
about Delphi gets boost in new drug 
law where they are able to write off 
$500 million in costs for health care for 
their seniors and retirees, and yet not 
a single new benefit from the Medicare 
bill. So we have one individual becom-
ing a lobbyist, the taxpayers getting an 
additional bill of $140 billion, and cor-
porate America gets to write off more 
of their health care costs. Not nec-
essarily a bad thing, but seniors have 
to wait until 2006 to see any benefit at 
all, if there is one, from this legisla-
tion. 

That to me is exactly what was 
wrong with this bill is that we have 
HMOs and pharmaceutical companies 
getting huge dollars and huge invest-
ments of taxpayer-paid benefits, and no 
money, no resources towards our senior 
citizens. 

This article talks about Delphi’s ben-
efit but Caterpillar, GM, Lucent Tech-
nologies, all with a number of their re-
tirees who have health care plans as re-
tirees, will now be able to accelerate 
the write-off on their bottom line. The 
Delphi article talks about them being 
able to accelerate a $500 million write-
off, and yet no new benefit in prescrip-
tion drug benefit has been delivered to 
a single senior citizen. 

I will say one thing. The pharma-
ceutical industry, the insurance indus-
try, and other special interests have 
surely gotten their money’s worth out 
of this Congress, and so I applaud them 
for their hard work. 

A number of my colleagues on the 
other side always talk about how they 
would like government to start emu-
lating and working like a business. 
There was a bipartisan group that 
talked about how to make the govern-
ment, and specifically prescription 
drugs, operate like a business, creating 

in Medicare a Sam’s Club entity, 41 
million seniors would be pulled to-
gether, the purchasing power of the 
seniors. We could save hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars by negotiating bulk 
prices, just like Sam’s Club does, just 
like private insurers do. But the legis-
lation that was passed in this Congress 
at the behest of the pharmaceutical in-
dustry prohibits Medicare from doing 
what private industry does, what 
Sam’s Club does or private insurance 
companies do, what even the Veterans 
Administration does, negotiate on be-
half of who they represent, using the 
leverage power of a quantity of people. 
In this case it would be 41 million sen-
iors. 

Another way of reducing the price 
and delivering the prescription drugs 
would be allowing people to buy their 
drugs in Canada and Europe, again 
proving we pay 40 percent more here in 
the United States than anywhere else 
in the world. People are allowed to use 
competition in choice to buy their 
medications. We would have lower 
prices here in the United States, save 
our senior citizens dollars and our tax-
payers dollars, but both attempts to 
get the government to operate like a 
business, to save money, to be more ef-
ficient, wring out synergies, has been 
prevented. 

I have found in the last 2 weeks one 
of the most incredible news on this leg-
islation. 

First of all, I believe if we had known 
the true number and not been lied to or 
not told the truth or denied the access 
to the truth, and we had been told that 
the number was $540 billion, the legis-
lation never would have passed. But 
that information was consciously, spe-
cifically denied access in the public de-
bate, as has been in the past for cases 
where the administration has refused 
to share information. Now we know the 
true number, and the taxpayers are 
going to be asked to pay an additional 
$140 billion on top of the $400 billion, 
and we do not have the money to do it. 
Yet we are asking them to do it, and 
not a single benefit. 

Mr. Scully, nothing against that, has 
negotiated himself a wonderful con-
tract to be a lobbyist on the prescrip-
tion drug benefit, and companies like 
Delphi will now be eligible to accel-
erate and write down $500 million on 
their taxes, and yet not a single benefit 
has been given for seniors. Everybody 
sat here and talked about what we 
were doing for seniors, and this year 
the prices of prescription drugs will go 
up 15 percent. They are projected to go 
up another 15 to 18 percent the fol-
lowing year, and we have done nothing 
to affect the price. 

After this type of behavior in this 
Congress and the actions taken by this 
Congress, I am surprised that anybody 
wonders why people are cynical about 
politics. We have done a great job out 
of this institution, taking care of the 
special interests. Hopefully we will re-
turn and look at this legislation and 
once again think about how we can 
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save our seniors money and our tax-
payers.

f 

CORPORATE CORRUPTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
express my grave concerns about cor-
porate corruption of the highest order, 
corruption towards which President 
Bush and his administration have been 
utterly indifferent. 

Halliburton, the Houston-based en-
ergy company formerly led by Vice 
President DICK CHENEY for 5 years be-
fore the 2000 Presidential election, has 
been giving the shaft to the American 
people and our brave military per-
sonnel stationed in Iraq, and the Amer-
ican people know it. They also know 
that despite the President’s attempt to 
talk a good game on this issue, the 
Bush administration will do absolutely 
nothing about it. 

Vice President CHENEY is still on 
Halliburton’s payroll. He received 
$205,298 in 2001, $162,392 in 2002 in de-
ferred salary, and is expected to re-
ceive similar amounts in 2003, 2004 and 
2005. He also holds 433,000 unexercised 
Halliburton stock options. 

It is deplorable to see corporations 
gouge the American taxpayers under 
any circumstances. To watch Halli-
burton overcharge our government and 
render inadequate services to our 
troops in a time of war is totally un-
conscionable. 

The issue of corporate corruption and 
the Bush administration’s willingness 
to look the other way at conflicts of in-
terest when it would benefit their 
friends is not a new issue for me. On 
March 19 of last year, the year that the 
war in Iraq actually commenced, I cir-
culated a Dear Colleague letter in sup-
port of my amendment to the Defense 
Production Act. 

My amendment was designed to en-
sure that senior-level executives in the 
Bush administration could not use a 
conflict with Iraq to obtain financial 
benefits for companies with which they 
had been affiliated. Specifically, the 
amendment would have prohibited con-
tracts under the bill with companies in 
which high-ranking administration ex-
ecutives were senior managers or mem-
bers of the board of directors within 
the last 4 years. 

At the time, I noted that there was a 
considerable amount of suspicion of the 
motives of this administration in pur-
suing a war against Iraq, and I ex-
pressed my concern about the impor-
tance of avoiding both actual and per-
ceived conflicts of interest at a time 
when the administration’s decisions 
about war and peace would be affecting 
so many. 

My amendment failed. I offered simi-
lar amendments on several other occa-
sions which were also unsuccessful. 

Unfortunately, my concerns about 
Halliburton have proven to be all too 

accurate. Look at what has happened 
in Iraq. 

Halliburton was the beneficiary of 
no-bid contracts, which have served as 
the vehicle for war profiteering, such 
as the contracts that Kellogg Brown & 
Root, the Halliburton subsidiary, re-
ceived to control Iraq oil well fires re-
sulting from military action. 

In the limited time available to me 
this evening, I want to look briefly at 
three issues: Halliburton’s inflated oil 
supply contracts, the kickback scheme 
to which the company recently admit-
ted, and the outrageous overcharges on 
its food supply contracts for our troops 
in Iraq. 

Halliburton’s inflated oil supply con-
tracts. As my colleagues the gentleman 
from California (Mr. WAXMAN) and the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. DIN-
GELL) have so ably demonstrated, the 
United States government paid the 
Halliburton company an average of 
$2.64 a gallon to import gasoline and 
other fuel to Iraq from Kuwait, more 
than twice what others were paying to 
truck in Kuwait fuel. Halliburton, 
which has the exclusive United States 
contract to import fuel to Iraq, subcon-
tracted the work to a Kuwaiti firm, 
government officials said, but Halli-
burton gets 26 cents a gallon for its 
overhead and fee, according to the doc-
uments from the Army Corps of Engi-
neers. 

Simply put, Halliburton was inflat-
ing gasoline prices at a great cost to 
American taxpayers. In October 2003, 
when Democrats first raised questions, 
it was estimated that Halliburton was 
charging the United States Govern-
ment and Iraq’s Oil for Food Program 
an average of about $1.60 a gallon for 
fuel available for 71 cents wholesale. 

A breakdown of fuel costs, contained 
in Army Corps documents, recently 
provided the Democratic congressional 
investigators, and shared with the New 
York Times late last year, showed that 
Halliburton is charging $2.64 for a gal-
lon of fuel it imports from Kuwait and 
$1.24 per gallon for fuel from Turkey. 

The oil price gouging is just the first 
of many Halliburton misdeeds that 
give rise to grave concern. Consider the 
recent allegations concerning 
Halliburton’s food supply contracts. 

Corruption. Halliburton charges for 
food it did not serve. The February 2, 
2004, Wall Street Journal reported that, 
according to Pentagon investigators, 
‘‘Halliburton company allegedly over-
charged more than $16 million for 
meals at a single U.S. military base in 
Kuwait during the first 7 months of 
last year.’’ The revelations have 
‘‘spurred an expansion of an already 
widening inquiry into Halliburton’s 
government work in Iraq.’’

Apparently, a Saudi subcontractor, 
hired by the Halliburton subsidiary 
KBR, billed for 42,042 meals a day on 
average. But guess what? They only 
served 14,053 meals a day. The Pen-
tagon will now review 50 other dining 
facilities in Kuwait and Iraq for meal-
billing discrepancies. 

This announcement comes just weeks 
after Halliburton reimbursed the Pen-
tagon $6.3 million after disclosing that 
two employees had taken substantial 
kickbacks from a Kuwaiti subcon-
tractor. 

I do not have time to finish all of this 
tonight, but there is more to come, 
more to come. We are going to learn 
more about DICK CHENEY, the Vice 
President of the United States, and his 
company ripping off the American tax-
payers.

f 

QUESTIONABLE ACTIVITIES DUR-
ING AND AFTER MEDICARE PRE-
SCRIPTION DRUG LEGISLATION 
PASSED THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
I would like to highlight several ques-
tionable activities during and after the 
Medicare prescription drug legislation 
passed the House of Representatives 
last year, and there is no doubt that 
this legislation, which passed here in 
the House after the Republican major-
ity kept the vote open more than 3 
hours in order to get the results they 
want, and it would be one thing, Mr. 
Speaker, if the result were beneficial 
to seniors who desperately need pre-
scription drug coverage within the 
Medicare system; however, that is sim-
ply not the case. 

The prescription drug legislation is a 
perfect example of how the Republican 
majority has turned the people’s House 
of Representatives over to the special 
interests and the wealthy elite. Seniors 
should not be forced or, I should say, be 
fooled into believing that this Medi-
care legislation was written for their 
benefit. How could it have been consid-
ering Republicans forcing seniors to ac-
tually get the prescription drug bene-
fits out of Medicare?

b 2100 

The bill also provides a minuscule 
benefit, considering that seniors with 
$1,000 in annual prescription drug costs 
would pay $857 out of their own pockets 
and those seniors with prescription 
drug costs of $5,000 per year would be 
forced to pay $3,920. What kind of a 
benefit is that if seniors are not get-
ting the money? Where is the more 
than $500 billion that now the Presi-
dent and the White House says that 
this Medicare prescription drug so-
called benefit is going to cost the Fed-
eral Government? Where is the money 
going? 

The answer, Mr. Speaker, is to the 
special interests. Republicans did not 
write this bill to help the seniors; in-
stead, they wrote it to benefit insur-
ance companies and the pharma-
ceutical companies. 

Now, I could talk all night about why 
this bill is bad and how it is not helpful 
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to seniors, and I think that I and my 
Democratic colleagues have talked 
many times, including last week, about 
the problems with this bill and why it 
should just be repealed. But the amaz-
ing thing about it is that now we are 
hearing that many of those legislators 
and members of the administration 
who benefited or who were involved in 
creating this bill, negotiating this bill, 
bringing the bill out of committee, 
working to put together the language 
of the bill, are now benefiting from 
leaving their jobs within the adminis-
tration, or possibly within Congress, in 
order to join the private sector and 
working for those same pharma-
ceutical companies that they worked 
with when they were up on the Hill or 
they were in Washington working for 
the government to put this bill to-
gether. 

In fact, many of my colleagues have 
been saying for months that this legis-
lation was being written not here on 
Capitol Hill but instead downtown in 
the offices of PhRMA, which is the 
pharmaceutical trade association, and 
also written by the insurance compa-
nies. Here in the Republican-controlled 
House of Representatives the only true 
voices that matter, in my opinion, on 
this bill, are the special interests and 
the wealthy elite. 

There is no better example of how 
the lines have been blurred between 
Congress writing legislation and legis-
lation being dictated to by special in-
terests than the latest news that the 
House Committee on Energy and Com-
merce chairman, and this is my com-
mittee, the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, the Republican chairman, 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
TAUZIN), is now flirting with the possi-
bility of leaving the House in order to 
lead PhRMA, that very pharmaceutical 
trade organization that represents 
those companies here in Washington. 
And he is one of the few House Repub-
licans who negotiated the final pre-
scription drug bill legislation last year. 

We just heard, actually within the 
last few hours, that the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN) an-
nounced that in fact he is going to be 
stepping down as chairman of the 
House Committee on Energy and Com-
merce on February 16, within the next 
week or so, and that he is seriously 
mulling going to work as the head of 
PhRMA. 

Now, I understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
there is nothing wrong with Chairman 
TAUZIN deciding to retire and inquiring 
about future job opportunities. But one 
has to seriously question whether dis-
cussions between him and representa-
tives of PhRMA just months after 
PhRMA received a cash windfall with 
the prescription drug legislation are 
appropriate. It certainly serves as a 
perfect example of what I was saying 
before of what interests Republicans 
represent: the special interests. 

There has been no indication from 
Chairman TAUZIN’s office that he was 
negotiating a job with PhRMA last 

summer when he was also negotiating 
the prescription drug bill, and I hope 
that is not the case. However, the bot-
tom line is that he was the main per-
son in the House of Representatives re-
sponsible for this bill. And for him to 
now leave Congress and go seek a job 
with that very trade association that 
was benefiting from the bill, I think, is 
a serious ethical question and some-
thing that has to be looked into. 

I see that some of my colleagues are 
here joining me. We are going to talk 
not only about this case but others, 
and I would yield now to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. TIERNEY. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, Mr. Speaker. 

I think people are just outraged by 
what is going on in this administration 
and with the Republican majority in 
the House and Senate here. This is a 
bad bill to begin with, the prescription 
Medicare bill, the so-called Medicare 
reform bill, but when we add to that 
what can only be described as an af-
front or a blow to Congress’ credibility, 
the aspect of finding the chairman, the 
man in charge of writing this legisla-
tion, actually closing the doors and ex-
cluding Democrats in the process, kept 
them out of any way of improving what 
turned out to be a terrible bill, ending 
up being offered over $2 million, if the 
stories are correct, $2 million a year 
from PhRMA, the organization that 
was out there lobbying for this bill, the 
organization that has over 600 lobby-
ists crawling around the Halls of Con-
gress. 

If the rumors are true, then it is $2 
million to the person who excluded 
Democrats from the process, that 
closed the doors, that negotiated the 
end of the bill, that formulated the bill 
that ended up giving, by some esti-
mates, a $139 billion boondoggle to the 
prescription drug companies and manu-
facturers by putting in a provision that 
says the government cannot negotiate 
a better price. And all of this to the 
detriment of our seniors. 

I think people ought to be outraged. 
I know they are in my district. I can 
tell the gentleman from New Jersey 
that a couple from Beverly, Massachu-
setts, told me that they are seniors and 
they depend on Medicare; that the bill 
has to be killed, they said. Means test-
ing, forcing them into HMOs, destroy-
ing Medicare forever was not worth the 
meager drug benefit they are going to 
get at the end of the day. Nothing was 
more important for them than to get 
rid of that bill and write another bill. 

Another couple from Hamilton, Mas-
sachusetts, wrote to me. The woman 
said, ‘‘My husband and I are retired 
and our savings are rapidly declining 
because of prescription drug costs. To 
deny Americans the right to purchase 
legally prescribed drugs from Canada is 
counterproductive. We realize this bill 
is being driven by special interests ex-
erting a stranglehold over this Nation’s 
senior citizens, and that is particularly 
galling.’’

They recognize that this bill should 
have done something, at least about re-

importations of FDA-approved safely 
packaged and transported drugs; and it 
did nothing. Even though this House 
passed an independent bill instructing 
the FDA to do that in conference, 
again behind closed doors, with Demo-
crats excluded, and with the chairman 
who is now said to be offered a $2 mil-
lion-a-year job by the very people who 
get the most benefit out of this bill, 
the special interests, even with that, it 
just gets worse and worse. 

I had a pharmacist write me: ‘‘Why 
aren’t the pharmaceutical manufactur-
ers asked to lower their costs to par-
ticipate in the program?’’ Pharmacies 
were asked. ‘‘This is one of the reasons 
medications are cheaper in neighboring 
countries.’’ Because in neighboring 
countries pharmaceutical companies 
are required to lower their prices. 
‘‘Drug companies must reduce their 
prices to consumers if they are going 
to participate in government pro-
grams.’’

Unfortunately for him and other con-
stituents in my district and my col-
leagues’ districts, this is not happening 
under this bill. The Medicare reform 
legislation is nothing more than a 
cruel hoax on Americans. 

Let us remember back in the State of 
the Union address when the President 
brought with him a woman by the 
name of Elsie Blanton. He had Ms. 
Blanton up there in the gallery; and he 
said his spokespeople said, at that time 
of the State of the Union address, that 
Ms. Blanton is on Medicare, a supple-
mental policy that does not include 
prescription drug coverage. Ms. 
Blanton spends approximately $900 per 
month on prescription drugs when un-
able to obtain free samples from her 
doctors or the pharmaceutical compa-
nies. Ms. Blanton’s prescription drug 
costs account for three quarters of her 
monthly income. Her monthly income 
is only $1,190 in Social Security bene-
fits. Ms. Blanton’s income is just above 
the 150 percent of the Federal poverty 
level for 2003. 

Now, supposedly, Ms. Blanton was 
there because she was an example of 
someone who was to benefit from this 
terrible bill. But according to the Cen-
ter for American Progress, Elsie 
Blanton will not see any assistance for 
years under this bill. The new prescrip-
tion drug benefit does not even begin 
until 2006. Ms. Blanton does not qualify 
for the $600 of interim assistance. 

So Ms. Blanton will continue to have 
to spend at least three quarters of her 
monthly income on prescription drugs 
for the next 2 years. In fact, because 
prescription drug costs rise faster than 
Social Security benefits, she will prob-
ably have to spend even more of her in-
come on her medicines. She is going to 
have higher costs next year. She will 
have to pay more for her Medicare ben-
efits next year, because higher pay-
ments to private plans and other 
changes are going to cause everyone’s 
Medicare premium to go up. And the 
new law also raises the Medicare de-
ductible. 
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She will potentially have higher 

costs when the benefit does begin. She 
could save much less than promised 
once the new prescription drug benefit 
begins because premiums and the ben-
efit design are largely left to private 
health insurers and pharmaceutical 
companies. It is at their discretion, the 
insurance companies and the pharma-
ceutical companies, that they will de-
cide what benefits and what prescrip-
tion drugs are in there. So higher pre-
miums. 

The President had assumed Ms. 
Blanton would be able to get a drug 
benefit for a premium of $35 a month, 
but we know by reading the bill that, 
in fact, private insurers will set their 
own premiums, and they can be much 
higher than $35 a month. The President 
assumed that all of Ms. Blanton’s 
medicines would be covered under the 
new benefit, but in fact there is no way 
to know that because we know that in-
surance companies and the pharma-
ceutical manufacturers will decide 
what drugs are covered. 

Even if the medicines Ms. Blanton 
needs are covered when she signs up for 
the plan, we know from reading the bill 
that that list can change at any time 
after she originally signs on. And if the 
medicines she needs are not covered, 
any money she spends out of her own 
pocket on those medicines will not 
count toward the benefits’ out-of-pock-
et limit. 

She will go months without assist-
ance, even after it kicks in. With 
monthly drug spending of $190 a year, 
assuming that all of her drugs are cov-
ered, Ms. Blanton will receive no as-
sistance from March and through June 
of every year until she hits another 
higher limit. It is during that period of 
time, after March and before June, 
that she will be in that so-called donut 
hole or gap of benefits where she gets 
nothing at all, despite the fact that she 
continues to pay her premiums during 
that period. 

What will happen to Elsie Blanton 
should not happen to anybody in this 
country, particularly on a bill of this 
nature. And if that is the best the peo-
ple that proposed this bill have to show 
Ms. Blanton, who has this terrible re-
sult, then this country is in a sorry 
way and seniors are being deprived. 

Never again should an industry be al-
lowed to come in here and write a bill; 
should people that are now being of-
fered $2 million a year by that industry 
be able to shut Democrats out of the 
process so they cannot improve the bill 
and write a bill that changes what the 
Senate had, changes what the House 
had; and after a so-called conference 
comes out with a bill that actually 
does worse for seniors, has them paying 
more for their prescription drugs and 
getting less benefits. Nevermore should 
that happen. 

If this continues to happen, and if 
what I heard earlier tonight, and what 
I think our colleague from Illinois is 
going to talk about, if this administra-
tion now has the audacity to take mil-

lions of dollars in taxpayer money and 
go out on the stump and on the TV and 
try to convince seniors who got a bad 
deal that they actually got a good deal, 
then we should have an investigation 
done and talk about the propriety of 
that, possibly violations of campaign 
laws, certainly violations of taxpayer 
rights, and get to the bottom of this. 

This is a bad bill, done in a bad way, 
by people benefiting from it getting 
too involved and people on the floor of 
this House potentially having an inter-
est now in working for those same 
countries that made billions of dollars 
of benefits. It does not sound good, it 
does not look good, the American peo-
ple do not feel it is right, and they 
have every right to be concerned. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for his time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Before I yield to the 
gentlewoman from Illinois, I just want-
ed to highlight two things the gen-
tleman said that I think are so impor-
tant. 

One is that whole thing about how 
there really is no set premium, set de-
ductible, set anything really in this 
bill. The Republicans go out there and 
they say, oh, your premium is going to 
be $35 a month, your deductible, I 
think they say, is going to be $250 a 
year, the government is going to pay 75 
percent of the cost, you are going to 
pay 25 percent. There is nothing in the 
bill about any of that. 

I have to stop using the term Medi-
care prescription drug benefit when I 
talk about this because this is not even 
under Medicare. The people that are in 
Medicare are eligible for it, but there is 
no guarantee that they are going to get 
it. And none of these things are guar-
anteed. They can charge $85 a month, 
they could have a $1,000 deductible, 
they could, as the gentleman says, not 
cover certain drugs. We do not even 
know if it is going to be available in 
most areas. 

So this is why they are out there 
talking about advertising and trying to 
promote this thing, because there is 
nothing to it. It is like an empty suit. 

The other thing the gentleman point-
ed out, which is very special interest-
oriented, is the fact there is this spe-
cific prohibition in the bill on any kind 
of negotiation on the price. The Medi-
care administrator, the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, cannot ne-
gotiate lower prices. 

This is an excerpt from last Sunday’s 
New York Times where they talk about 
how bad the bill is and they specifi-
cally say that ‘‘the ban on government 
intervention with regard to negotiated 
price reflects the Republicans’ aversion 
to government price controls, but it is 
also a testament to the lobbying clout 
of the drug industry, a major patron of 
the Republican Party.’’ Then of course 
they talk about how the Democrats 
have tried to introduce legislation that 
would allow for negotiated prices. 

This is the very kind of special inter-
est we are talking about. This is what 
was put in by PhRMA, and now we 

have the chairman of our committee 
that was negotiating this bill and 
bringing this bill on the floor and 
through the committee with this prohi-
bition on any kind of price controls or 
negotiated prices going to work to be 
the chief lobbyist for PhRMA. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield for just a minute, 
and then I will give the floor back. 

While PhRMA was busy trying to 
contact the chairman’s office to make 
an offer of some millions of dollars a 
year to work for them, the American 
people were having the deal cut out 
from underneath them. When we talk 
to seniors and say, look, if this is a 
good bill, when do you think it would 
start? Their answer is, immediately. 
This bill does not start until 2006, well 
after the next election. We know what 
that is all about. 

Negotiations for lower prices? Com-
mon sense. Why do people think the 
pharmaceutical companies have re-
sisted prescription drugs in Medicare 
all this time? Because they thought for 
sure the next common-sense thing 
would be for that large group of 37 mil-
lion people to be used as bargaining le-
verage to get a fairer price, as the free 
market would dictate and is done else-
where. 

But with this majority in the House, 
the Republican majority in the House, 
the Republican majority in the Senate, 
and a Republican in the White House 
they can have it all. They can have all 
these new customers and clients and 
not have to worry about it because 
they got them to put in the bill that 
there would be no negotiation for a 
lower price. People can see right 
through that.
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They see through the gap, the fact 
that there is going to be a period of 
time when they are paying premiums 
and getting nothing in return, the so-
called gap or doughnut hole. To figure 
out whether or not this bill is good for 
them, they need a calculator. And 
when they apply this bill to their cir-
cumstances, they find out it is not a 
good bill for them unless they are des-
perately poor or have such cata-
strophic costs it is unbelievable. 

To top it all off, about a third of to-
day’s retirees who get their health in-
surance and prescription coverage 
through their employer, the CBO as-
sumes they are going to be dropped 
back to this plan and get less coverage 
for more cost than they did when they 
had their employers covering it. 

Mr. Speaker, that is why we are hear-
ing that the administration is going to 
try to spend millions of dollars of tax-
payer money to try to make a silk 
purse out of this cow. Again, they 
should not be allowed to use taxpayer 
money to sell them a bad deal which 
they know is bad and try to change 
their mind. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY). 

VerDate jul 14 2003 03:56 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03FE7.085 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H287February 3, 2004
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank both gentlemen for their vivid 
description on what is wrong with the 
so-called Medicare bill that passed, the 
nonprescription drug benefit bill that 
passed the House, but I want to tell 
Members my reaction to the chairman 
talking about now and very seriously 
looking at going to work for the phar-
maceutical companies and how the 
Medicare administrator is going to 
benefit. I feel that very personally and 
very deeply, for this reason. This kind 
of breach of trust is something that 
really affects me because it confirms 
the worst nightmares of the public 
about what we as Members of Congress 
do here. 

I think all too many people have this 
view that Members of Congress come 
here and they try and line their own 
pockets for their own benefit, working 
with special interests. And then what 
they find is the smoking gun, a guy 
like the chairman of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, on which the 
gentleman and I both sit, taking a job 
and saying he is going to negotiate a 
job with the pharmaceutical industry, 
PhRMA, the lobbying organization. He 
has announced he is going to give up 
his chairmanship on February 16 and 
not run again, and that he is looking at 
this offer. We know he has turned down 
a million dollar offer already from an-
other organization. We have heard it is 
between $2 million and $3 million, and 
go to work for PhRMA, the very indus-
try that stands now to benefit the most 
from this so-called senior citizen pre-
scription drug benefit. 

The good news is that the seniors get 
how bad this bill is. But what I fear 
that they do not get is that there are 
Members of Congress who are sincere 
about trying to provide a real benefit 
to them and think that all that we are 
doing here is trying to line our own 
pockets, trying to rig the system so it 
helps the pharmaceutical companies, 
so it helps the HMOs, and that is pretty 
much what they have seen. 

This bill is about an estimated $140 
billion windfall for the drug companies, 
$140 billion windfall for the drug com-
panies, because it is prohibited now 
from trying to negotiate. Like the Vet-
erans Administration, we do not have 
to look far to see where an agency ne-
gotiates for lower prices. The Veterans 
Administration gets for veterans some-
times half the cost that other Ameri-
cans pay when they go to the phar-
macy, and about half the cost we are 
going to have to pay for under this bill 
because there will be no negotiation. 

The Washington Post had an edi-
torial on January 29 that said for the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. TAU-
ZIN) to leave so soon afterward to work 
for the pharmaceutical association 
whose companies reaped substantial 
benefits from that bill provides a par-
ticularly pungent example of how 
quickly the ‘‘revolving door’’ between 
Congress and K Street is now revolv-
ing, and how lucrative this game has 
become for its participants. 

The only thing I would disagree with, 
this is not about a revolving door, this 
is about a locked door. This was hap-
pening while the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. TAUZIN) is still in the Con-
gress and still chairman of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. This 
is about a locked door where he kept 
out the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
DINGELL), the ranking member on his 
committee, who was here when Medi-
care was passed in 1965, an expert on 
the subject, locked out of the con-
ference committee. 

I hope the public understands how ex-
traordinary that is for the appointed 
members of a conference committee to 
be locked out of the process. 

Also locked out, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. RANGEL), the ranking 
member on the Committee on Ways 
and Means. And let us be clear, when 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) got locked out, it meant that 
the only possible representative of peo-
ple of color in this country who have a 
lot at stake in this issue, were also 
locked out of that conference com-
mittee, which is now an all-white com-
mittee, I guess. We do not know. Who 
knows who they invited in from the 
pharmaceutical industry or the HMOs 
because the leading Democrats in the 
House of Representatives were locked 
out of that process. 

And coming out of that locked door 
is, number one, a bill that is just a pay-
off to the HMOs and the pharma-
ceutical companies; and what comes 
out of that committee are job offers, 
big job offers. So what we have is now 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
TAUZIN) we think getting between $2–3 
million, which is actually a pretty 
good deal for the pharmaceutical in-
dustry which stands to gain $140 bil-
lion. That is not too bad a deal to get 
a clever man like the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN). 

They also got a guy named Tom 
Scully who was the Medicare adminis-
trator, the guy behind the scenes, who 
as a staffer helped write the bill and 
negotiate the whole bill. Where has Mr. 
Scully gone? Mr. Scully has gone to be 
a top health care lobbyist for the 
Washington firm of Alston & Bird. 
While serving as President Bush’s di-
rector of Medicare and helping to craft 
the Medicare deal, Scully was actively 
negotiating with the lobbying firm. 
Recognizing the conflict of interest, 
the Bush administration granted 
Scully a special waiver to negotiate 
with the lobbying firm while serving in 
the Bush administration. 

Here he is, he is with Medicare, he is 
the head man, he wants to look for an-
other job, and Health and Human Serv-
ices grants him a waiver while he is 
working on the Medicare bill to start 
negotiating for his next job. A waiver. 
Well, there was such an uproar over 
that, now they have said agencies can-
not do that, only the White House can 
grant those sorts of waivers. So Scully 
is out the door. 

Then there is the top aide on the 
Committee on Ways and Means, John 

McManus, who was negotiating this 
bill as well. He left and he is going to 
have a job outside helping him make 
some money from the pharmaceutical 
industry. Here is what he said. ‘‘We ac-
complished what we set out to do. 
Helping people figure out how this gets 
implemented, that is what is inter-
esting to me.’’ Who are the people is he 
talking about that he wants to help 
figure it out? Is he going to help the 
seniors? I have not heard that he is 
going to go work for a senior citizen 
organization. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the 
amazing thing to me, the fact that the 
White House, I guess because of the 
public pressure, because of people 
speaking out about what Scully did, 
are now saying that the department 
cannot grant the waiver, but the White 
House can. It seems to me the goal 
should be that there not be any waivers 
at all. Under what the Bush adminis-
tration is now saying, they can still 
grant another waiver to somebody else 
to negotiate a bill, and then go work 
for the very company that they were 
negotiating with. I cannot believe that 
they said no more waivers by the de-
partment, but we can still grant the 
waiver. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, the 
words that we want to come out of 
their mouths is that there will not be 
any more waivers, and that seeking a 
job in the private sector, particularly 
with an industry that you are now reg-
ulating in a sense or making decisions 
about, is not right. It is not right. It 
smells. People know that. They do not 
like it. This is why the public loses 
faith in government, and that is why I 
feel so strongly about it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, that is 
exactly why the ethics law says you 
cannot do it, it is wrong. So why 
should any waivers be granted? And 
there is no basis for the waiver. I asked 
in the case of Scully why and if there 
were any special circumstances, and 
the answer was there was nothing of 
that nature, they just granted the 
waiver. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, 
there are some aspects of revolving 
door that apply here, although I still 
believe that was about a locked door. 
These individuals were servants of the 
public while they are negotiating or 
figuring out their next move with the 
pharmaceutical industry. But we have 
got the door going the other way, too. 
We have a situation where an HMO lob-
byist turns up as a Bush Medicare offi-
cial. A woman named Julie Goon was 
just hired by the Bush administration. 
She is the former vice president of leg-
islative affairs for an HMO trade asso-
ciation in Washington, and she is now 
the new Director of Medicare Outreach. 
Congress Daily reported that Goon will 
be in charge of ‘‘getting the word out 
to seniors, health care professionals, 
consumer groups and others about how 
the program works, HHS’ progress in 
implementing it and what its impact 
on them will be, and for apprising the 
department of their reaction.’’
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Before she got this job, Goon was 

named one of Washington’s top lobby-
ists in Washington in 2002. Now she is 
head of explaining this Medicare bill 
and why it is such a great deal as Di-
rector of Medicare Outreach. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tlewoman probably remembers within 
the last week or two that the President 
announced that he was significantly in-
creasing the reimbursement for HMOs. 
The reason that was given was because 
so many of the HMOs dropped out of 
Medicare, did not want to cover seniors 
within the Medicare program, that 
they needed to provide significantly 
more resources to the HMOs if they 
wanted to get them back into the 
Medicare program. 

It is obvious that under this bill that 
the HMOs are going to get significantly 
more money in terms of reimburse-
ment rate than traditional Medicare. 
Again, that is just a function of the 
fact that the HMO industry was basi-
cally calling the shots at the White 
House, and here we go again with an 
example of someone within the indus-
try now working at the White House on 
the very program that is increasing the 
amount of money that the HMOs will 
get. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. This is not only 
disgusting, but it is also very costly. 
We know now that this bill which helps 
seniors little and pharmaceutical com-
panies and HMOs a lot, is going to cost 
not $400 billion but about $540 billion. 
Now is that additional cost meaning 
that we are going to help seniors more, 
that we are going to provide a more 
generous benefit, that they are going 
to be able to buy their prescription 
drugs any cheaper? No. The reason that 
the cost of the Medicare bill has been 
reassessed is because the cost of pre-
scription drugs are going to go up, so 
taxpayers are going to have to take 
more money out of their pocket.
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The cost to get the HMOs to keep 
providing the care, because HMO costs 
go up every year, is going to raise the 
price of this bill. 

The other thing that was not talked 
about that I think a lot of seniors do 
not get is that the premium can go up 
every year, the copayment can go up 
every year. So what may start out as 
$35 could end up being $85 or even more 
in a few years. 

Mr. PALLONE. If I could just throw 
this in a second, in that New York 
Times editorial that I mentioned, they 
specifically say, ‘‘Less well known is 
the likelihood that the drug coverage 
will actually become worse with each 
passing year. The premiums, 
deductibles and out-of-pocket expendi-
tures will all increase rapidly, tied to 
increases in per capita drug expendi-
tures under Medicare. By 2013, for ex-
ample, the out-of-pocket spending re-
quired before a person qualifies for cat-
astrophic coverage will probably be 
$6,400, well above the $3,000 required in 
the first year. That could be dev-

astating for those struggling to survive 
on these benefits.’’ It is built into the 
bill, but it keeps going up. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. It is built into 
the bill, but it is quite remarkable that 
before the ink is even dry on this bill, 
the price has gone up more than 25 per-
cent, from $400 billion to $540 billion, 
and it has not even started yet. Not 
one dollar in benefits, so-called, has 
even gone out. 

The seniors know that this is a bad 
deal. The seniors who pay more atten-
tion than anybody else already know. 
In polls that have asked them, they do 
not think that they are going to ben-
efit sufficiently. But it is important 
that it be explained. This comes from 
today, from the Associated Press: 

‘‘The Bush administration launched a 
$9.5 million television advertising cam-
paign Tuesday to rebut criticism of the 
new Medicare law. Understand, this is 
not a political commercial paid for by 
a campaign. You and I and all of our 
constituents are paying for a $9.5 mil-
lion television advertising campaign to 
rebut criticism of the new Medicare 
law. The ad is to run on network and 
cable television through March, clus-
tered around soap operas, game shows 
and news programs. Its theme is, ’Same 
Medicare, More Benefits.’ ’’

Mr. PALLONE. Can I ask you again, 
you said that this is paid for by tax-
payers? 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. That is correct. 
Mr. PALLONE. Explain that to me 

again? 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I am reading to 

you this. This is not a campaign ex-
penditure: 

‘‘The administration is spending an-
other $3.1 million for a newspaper, 
radio, and Internet effort in both 
English and Spanish. The 30-second ad 
addresses some of the major criticism 
of the law, including assertions that it 
will force seniors out of traditional 
Medicare and into managed care plans 
and that savings will be paltry from 
drug discount cards and prescription 
drug insurance starting in 2006.’’

Mr. PALLONE. I find that incredible. 
I have never heard of a situation where 
the government pays to rebut criticism 
of the program. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. This is correct. 
Quoting from the article: 

‘‘Health and Human Services Sec-
retary Tommy Thompson played the 
commercial Tuesday for reporters. 
Four actors who portray Medicare 
beneficiaries ask how the law is chang-
ing Medicare. ‘Can I keep my Medicare 
just how it is?’ one asks. The an-
nouncer replies, ‘Yes, you can always 
keep your same Medicare coverage.’ At 
the end of the ad, another senior says, 
‘So my Medicare isn’t different, it’s 
just more?’ The announcer, ‘Right.’

‘‘Several Democratic Senators al-
ready have criticized as propaganda a 
two-page flyer that HHS plans to make 
the basis of a letter to be sent later 
this month to the 40 million older and 
disabled Americans who are enrolled in 
Medicare. Asked whether he had con-

sulted those Democrats about the accu-
racy of the ad, Thompson said, ‘It’s ac-
curate.’ ’’

Mr. PALLONE. So we now are stand-
ing here and basically pointing out 
why this bill does not benefit seniors, 
and the administration is going to 
spend taxpayers’ money to say the op-
posite. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Exactly. 
Mr. PALLONE. That is unheard of. I 

have never heard of that happening. 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. This is taxpayer 

advertising: $9.5 million on television; 
$3.1 million for newspaper, radio and 
Internet; and a mailing to 40 million 
seniors and persons with disabilities, 
all at taxpayers’ expense to explain 
why this lousy bill is, in fact, good for 
them. 

Mr. PALLONE. There has to be some 
way to stop that. It sounds to me like 
it is blatantly illegal. But we will have 
to look into it. I thank the gentle-
woman. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. If I can go on for 
just a minute, when President Bush 
ran for office, he said our first priority 
will be to restore honor and dignity to 
the White House. But when you look at 
President Bush’s top official in charge 
of Medicare getting issued a waiver to 
pursue employment in the health care 
industry while he continues to serve as 
administrator of Medicare, how can we 
call that honor and dignity? This con-
firms the worst of what people think 
about the way government is run. 

When this first happened, I along 
with our colleague, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. STARK), wrote a letter 
to the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, Tommy Thompson. A part of 
the letter says, ‘‘For 7 months Mem-
bers of Congress who relied on Mr. 
Scully for information were kept in the 
dark about the fact that he was ac-
tively engaged in looking for employ-
ment with firms that have significant 
interests in the issues at stake. Finan-
cial conflicts of interest are designed 
to assure Members of Congress, entities 
with interests pending before CMS, and 
the public that Federal executive 
branch employees are independent and 
unbiased in their behavior. While we 
strongly believe that this waiver 
should never have been granted, at a 
bare minimum knowledge of it would 
have been valuable to us in weighing 
the advice provided by Mr. Scully.’’

This is just shameful. I think in 
order to restore the confidence that the 
American public should have in Mem-
bers of Congress that we are operating 
in the public interest, in their interest, 
that when we come up with a bill, it is 
because it is going to help them get 
their prescription drugs, then we can-
not allow this kind of behavior to con-
tinue. No waiver should be granted. An 
advertising campaign, paid for by the 
taxpayers, should not be allowed. If the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. TAU-
ZIN) takes this job with PhRMA, for 1 
year he will not be able to lobby Mem-
bers of Congress and staffers, but he 
can still lobby the executive branch, 
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the people that are writing all the reg-
ulations that have to do with imple-
menting this particular piece of legis-
lation that he crafted behind a locked 
door. I think that this notion of restor-
ing honor and dignity to the White 
House, that is an important goal; but 
that goal has been undercut and be-
trayed by this administration and the 
conduct by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

Mr. PALLONE. I want to thank the 
gentlewoman for what she has pre-
sented tonight. It is incredible to me 
that this advertising campaign, I just 
assumed that it was being paid for by 
the Republican National Committee, 
that it is actually being paid for by the 
taxpayers. That is unheard of. What 
she brought out about Scully, who was 
the Medicare administrator, now we 
have an example with TAUZIN of a 
Member of Congress who was the chair-
man of the committee that dealt with 
the Medicare issue and then we have 
the head of the Medicare administra-
tion within the White House, both of 
them getting jobs now, purporting, in 
TAUZIN’s case, it seems likely, to get a 
job working for the very pharma-
ceutical industry or the law firm rep-
resenting the pharmaceutical industry. 
It is just such a blatant example of spe-
cial interests. 

I know that my colleague from Ohio 
wants to talk about another example. 
We mentioned before you were on the 
floor on the night when this vote was 
taken, that actually the board was left 
open for almost 3 hours because there 
was actually a majority of both Demo-
crats and Republicans that were 
against the bill. Then the President 
started making calls and Secretary 
Thompson of Health and Human Serv-
ices was in a back room there, I saw 
him, twisting arms. We got to the 
point where activities were taking 
place which, in my opinion, were brib-
ery that I know the gentleman wants 
to talk about. I appreciate his being 
here. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. STRICKLAND. I thank my friend 

from New Jersey. I think the American 
people need to know that under this 
President and under the leadership of 
this Congress that this government is 
for sale. It is for sale. It is for sale to 
the highest bidder. The fact is that 
Halliburton was fined, I think, over 60-
some-million dollars for overcharging 
for fuel that they were supplying in 
Iraq, and now in the New York Times 
today there is a story about Halli-
burton having overcharged for the 
meals they are providing to our sol-
diers some $24 million. Halliburton has 
overcharged for the meals they are pro-
viding or should be providing or said 
they are providing to our troops in 
Iraq. 

In most other circumstances, this 
kind of behavior would be called crimi-
nal behavior. Why would this govern-
ment continue to do business with Hal-
liburton that has been fined 60-some-
million dollars and overcharges $24 

million for meals? It is almost beyond 
belief that we would continue to let 
this rogue corporation that Vice Presi-
dent DICK CHENEY, I understand, is still 
getting compensation from, from get-
ting these contracts. What is going on 
with this government? When are we 
going to stop and say, wait a minute, 
this is just unacceptable for a corpora-
tion to act like this? 

Mr. PALLONE. If the gentleman 
would yield, I was thinking about what 
you said today with the meals and Hal-
liburton. I would venture to say if this 
were another time, say it was World 
War II and something like that hap-
pened, Halliburton would be out of 
business the next day. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. They are profit-
eering on this war. That is what they 
are doing. They are profiteering on the 
war, and it is time the people in this 
country and those of us who serve in 
this Chamber say enough is enough. We 
are not going to continue to allow this 
rogue corporation to act in this behav-
ior and to continue to get government 
contracts. 

I talk to my folks back home in Ohio, 
especially my seniors, very frequently 
about this so-called Medicare bill. 
When I describe to them what hap-
pened in this Chamber, the people’s 
House, they are appalled. We got that 
Medicare bill, as you will recall, I 
think it was over 800 pages long, and 
we received it on a Friday morning. 
That debate started Friday evening. 
We debated in this House back and 
forth until 3 o’clock in the morning, at 
a time when most Americans are 
asleep. At 3 o’clock in the morning, 
they finally called the vote, and the 
vote which normally lasts 15 minutes, 
at the end of that voting period, the 
bill had lost. 

Most Members of this Chamber rec-
ognized that it was a bad bill, that it 
would not provide adequate benefits for 
our seniors, that there were no cost 
controls, that we were prohibiting 
cheaper drugs from being imported 
from Canada, that the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services could not 
negotiate discounts, and the bill had 
failed. And so they just kept the vote 
open, not for 10 minutes, not for 30 
minutes, not for an hour, but for 3 
hours they kept the vote open, until 6 
o’clock in the morning. And the news 
reports indicate that they got Presi-
dent Bush out of bed, or woke him up 
about 4 o’clock in the morning, so that 
he could start making calls and try to 
twist arms and get people to change 
their votes. The gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH), a Republican, a man 
who is retiring from this Chamber and 
whose son is running in a contested Re-
publican primary to replace him, 
shared with a columnist, Robert 
Novak, that he was approached on the 
floor of this, the people’s House, and 
that he was told if he would change his 
vote that his son would be provided 
about $100,000 from certain business in-
terests if he would change his vote. 

I am not an attorney, I am a psychol-
ogist by training, but that description 

sounds a lot like bribery to me; and if 
it is and if it happened on the floor of 
this House, it ought to be investigated 
and those responsible ought to be held 
accountable. But to his credit, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH), as I 
said, who is a Republican, refused to 
change his vote. And then it is reported 
that another Republican Member ap-
proached him and said to him, ‘‘Your 
son is dead meat. He will never be able 
to serve in the House of Representa-
tives.’’

b 2145 

That behavior is beneath the dignity 
and the honor of this, the people’s 
House, and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives ought to call for an in-
vestigation. We ought to determine if 
something illegal was done on this 
House floor, or at least something un-
ethical or something that violated the 
rules of this House. And that is how 
that bill actually became law, because 
at 6 o’clock in the morning, as the sun 
was coming up, a couple of Members 
were finally persuaded to change their 
votes. 

That is not the way to create public 
policy in a democracy; certainly not in 
the American democracy. It is shame-
ful behavior. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. If the gentleman 
will yield, I think it is important to 
note that in the aftermath of that 
vote, some of our colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle in private con-
versations absolutely deplored what oc-
curred. 

I think that as colleagues of the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH), it 
is important that we commend him for 
his courage, and acknowledge the fact 
that as he leaves this Chamber, his leg-
acy and his contribution to this insti-
tution and to the people in his district 
has no stain, no blemish. He can leave 
as a man with his dignity, pride and, I 
think, good wishes from all of us. 

What occurred to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. SMITH) I think under-
scores the fact that within this House 
there is a perversion of the democratic 
process that has made this particular 
institution so strong and such a viable 
component in our democracy, and it is 
incumbent on all of us, Republican and 
Democrat, to insist on transparency, to 
insist on fighting for the process, so 
that the American people understand 
what is going on here in Washington, 
so that the truth be revealed. 

The gentleman was talking earlier 
about profiteering, and maybe the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
can inform the audience here tonight, 
maybe he knows, but I have a clear and 
vivid memory of during the debate on 
the $87 billion supplemental, which was 
for the occupation, the additional occu-
pation in Iraq and Afghanistan, that 
there was a clause in the bill which 
specifically addressed the issue of prof-
iteering. It was in conference, and 
somehow it became deleted. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 03:56 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00039 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03FE7.090 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH290 February 3, 2004
It is my memory, and you can am-

plify on this, that that particular pro-
vision would have increased substan-
tially the criminal penalties for profit-
eering on the blood of American sol-
diers. I do not know if the gentleman 
has a comment or a memory, but I 
found that so shocking. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. I had several 
members of school boards in my office 
today from Ohio. They were here be-
cause they are concerned about the 
fact that we are underfunding the No 
Child Left Behind legislation and pass-
ing unfunded mandates over to our 
States, and they told me there is an ef-
fort underway to require an audit of 12 
or 13 percent of all of the school 
lunches that are fed to needy children 
in this country. Currently I think the 
audit requires a sample of 2 or 3 per-
cent to be audited, but there is concern 
apparently that maybe we are feeding 
children who somehow do not deserve 
to be fed, so they want to increase the 
audit size to 12 or 13 percent. 

Then I pick up the New York Times, 
and I read about Halliburton and the 
fact that they overcharged our govern-
ment $24 million, saying they had pro-
vided food to our troops that they had 
not in fact provided. I mean, when are 
we going to get real around here and go 
after the real culprits? 

Now, I am not in favor of fraud in the 
school lunch program certainly, and we 
ought to do whatever we can to stop 
fraud wherever it exists, but I am a lot 
more concerned about Halliburton rip-
ping off the American taxpayer than I 
am the fact that some needy child may 
be getting food that does not meet the 
specific criteria. 

That is just an example of how our 
priorities are really out of kilter up 
here. We ought to be going after the 
big guys, the big offenders, those who 
are really ripping off the American tax-
payer, whether it is Enron and the Ken 
Lays of this world, or it is Halliburton 
that has been fined, I think, $64 million 
or $65 million for overcharging for fuel 
that they provided in Iraq. And now we 
find out that Halliburton, this corpora-
tion that used to be headed by Vice 
President DICK CHENEY, has over-
charged $24 million for food that they 
should have provided to our troops. 

When is this madness going to stop? 
When are we going to get serious about 
stopping this war profiteering? I am 
just sick. I think the American people 
are getting fed up with their tax dol-
lars being used in these kinds of ways. 

Mr. PALLONE. Reclaiming my time, 
I just want to add that I think my col-
league from Massachusetts brought up 
the main point, which is that the prob-
lem is that Halliburton is doing all 
these things, now admitting, I guess, in 
two or maybe three cases they have 
done the wrong thing, but the penalty 
is not sufficient for them to stop doing 
it. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. And they con-
tinue to get the contracts. 

Mr. PALLONE. The oil contracts, 
they were charged a $64 million pen-

alty, but they are making billions, al-
most a trillion dollars I think in terms 
of the amount of money they are tak-
ing in. 

As our colleague from Massachusetts 
said, they are not going to stop doing 
it, because what do they care if they 
pay a few million dollar penalty when 
they are making billions of dollars? 
That is the problem. As I said before, if 
this had been a different time, like 
World War II, they would have been out 
of business; that would have been it. 
Now, twice, and it is probably going to 
be more. It is just unbelievable. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Why do we con-
tinue to do business with a company 
like this that has shown such bad 
faith? Sixty-four million dollars or $65 
million is a lot of money; $24 million is 
a lot of money. Yet we continue to 
allow this company to suck up tax dol-
lars in contracts, and it is a shameful 
set of circumstances. 

I think the President and the Vice 
President ought to disassociate them-
selves from this company and say they
are out of here. There are honest com-
panies, there are honest corporate lead-
ers that we can do business with. Why 
are we continuing to do business with 
Halliburton? I just cannot understand 
it. 

Mr. PALLONE. We were talking be-
fore about the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH) and the allegations 
that there were efforts to bribe him. 
We talked about it, but I do not know 
if we mentioned that he talked about 
this in his own words. I just want to 
read a couple of sentences. 

This was from the column the gen-
tleman mentioned in the newspaper, 
where he said after the vote, and this is 
his quote, ‘‘The House passed a deeply 
flawed Medicare prescription drug bill 
by a vote of 220 to 215 at 6 a.m. Votes 
in the House usually last 15 minutes 
plus a traditional 2-minute cushion. 
But because the leadership did not 
have the votes to prevail, this vote was 
held open for a record 2 hours and 51 
minutes as bribes and special deals 
were offered to convince Members to 
vote yes.’’

This is Congressman SMITH’s quote. 
He continued: ‘‘I was targeted by lob-
byists and the congressional leadership 
to change my vote. Other Members and 
groups made offers of extensive finan-
cial campaign support and endorse-
ments for my son Brad who is running 
for my seat. They also made threats 
about working against Brad if I voted 
no.’’

These are his own words. Just so 
there is no doubt here about what the 
gentleman said or our colleague from 
Massachusetts said, he is saying this 
himself. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. I would just like to 
interject for a moment. I do not know 
if either of you had the opportunity to 
see a recent broadcast of 60 Minutes, 
but you are surely aware that U.S. law 
does ban virtually all commerce with 
rogue nations. But there is a loophole, 
and Halliburton has exploited that par-
ticular loophole. 

The law does not apply to any foreign 
or offshore subsidiary, so long as it is 
run by nonAmericans. So what has 
happened? In the case of Halliburton, 
they have an offshore subsidiary. Guess 
where? In the Cayman Islands. That 
subsidiary is doing business with Iran. 

The name of that particular sub-
sidiary is Halliburton Products and 
Services. It is wholly owned by the 
U.S.-based Halliburton and is reg-
istered in a building in the capital of 
the Cayman Islands. In a building 
owned by the local Caledonian Bank, 
Halliburton and other companies set up 
in this Caribbean island because of tax 
and secrecy laws that are corporate-
friendly. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Can I comment 
on that? If I understand what the gen-
tleman is saying, Halliburton, a com-
pany that is getting billions of dollars 
in contracts, is doing business through 
an offshore subsidiary with a nation 
that the President has labeled one of 
the ‘‘axis of evil’’ nations. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. That is correct. 
Mr. STRICKLAND. So this company 

is benefiting from the American tax-
payer through the contracts, doing 
business with a country that the Presi-
dent stood at that platform and labeled 
a part of the ‘‘axis of evil.’’ Why is this 
happening? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Today, again, if the 
60 Minutes piece is accurate, and I pre-
sume it is, it certainly has not been 
challenged, and Halliburton has de-
clined to be interviewed by them; 
today, today, to this member of the 
‘‘axis of evil’’ club, it sells about $40 
million a year worth of field services to 
the Iranian Government so that it can 
obviously support its oil infrastructure 
to gather the needed revenue to sup-
port whatever programs, whether they 
be weapons of mass destruction pro-
grams, whether they be supporting ter-
rorist organizations anywhere in the 
Middle East or all over the world, 
whatever programs the Iranian Govern-
ment funds through its oil revenue. 

But that, as that famous radio com-
mentator is wont to say, is only half 
the story. The subsidiary, Halliburton 
Products and Services, and I am read-
ing again from the transcript of this 
CBS piece, was registered at this ad-
dress. It was in name only. There is no 
actual office here or anywhere else in 
the Cayman Islands, and there are no 
employees on the site. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. So it is a sham. 
Mr. DELAHUNT. It is a sham. And I 

intend this week, maybe early next 
week, to consult with my colleagues on 
the Committee on the Judiciary and 
send a letter to the Attorney General, 
and I think it would be appropriate to 
request a special prosecutor to conduct 
an investigation into these allegations 
by 60 Minutes. I would hope that the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND), the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE), and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. HOEFFEL) would sup-
port that particular letter. 

I think that this is something that 
has to be examined by an independent 
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prosecutor, not an independent coun-
sel, to again reveal the truth to the 
American people. Were there violations 
of the intent of the existing legislation 
that would prohibit these companies 
from dealing with so-called rogue na-
tions? I think that this is absolutely 
essential to do, just simply out of re-
spect for the rule of law. But also, if it 
is true, to demonstrate the moral def-
icit on the part of some and the hypoc-
risy on the part of some when it comes 
to this particular issue. 

I yield back to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. PALLONE. I want to thank my 
colleagues for not only raising these 
issues with regard to Medicare, but 
also with regard to Halliburton. I 
would certainly say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, I would be glad to 
join in that effort that the gentleman 
described tonight. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Ohio and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts for participating in this spe-
cial order tonight.

f 
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IRAQ WATCH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BARRETT of South Carolina). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
7, 2003, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. HOEFFEL) is recognized for 
60 minutes. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, good 
evening. I am happy to be back here 
with my colleagues to conduct another 
hour of Iraq Watch. We have been 
meeting one day a week, one evening a 
week for 1 hour for about 8 months 
now, since the invasion of Iraq was 
conducted and problems became appar-
ent; and we have been trying to raise 
those questions here on the floor, ask-
ing for answers, and trying to educate 
the American public about the prob-
lems and challenges in Iraq. Since our 
last time on the floor, there have been 
amazing developments that I would 
like to talk about for a few minutes be-
fore turning to my colleagues and en-
gaging in a discussion with them. 

The big news is that President Bush, 
at long last, has agreed to appoint an 
independent commission to investigate 
the question of weapons of mass de-
struction and their presence in Iraq 
and to try to answer the unanswered 
questions about the weapons of mass 
destruction. 

Now, on behalf of Iraq Watch, all I 
can say is, it is about time. We have 
been individually and as a group call-
ing for an independent commission to 
investigate the controversy sur-
rounding weapons of mass destruction 
since the very beginning of the Iraq 
Watch 8 months ago. I know, in par-
ticular, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) never 
miss an opportunity to call for such a 
commission to be appointed; and I have 
lent my voice to that as well. Finally, 

the President has agreed that such a 
commission is needed. 

Well, let us take a quick review of 
the situation and find out why Presi-
dent Bush now believes it is important 
for an independent commission to in-
vestigate the weapons of mass destruc-
tion and the performance of his admin-
istration, because I can tell my col-
leagues, President Bush does not like 
independent commissions. I do not 
think he did this lightly. I think he re-
alizes that there is a huge question 
here, and it is not a political question; 
it is a question of national security. 
The issues that we are raising are not 
designed to raise political controversy, 
but to deal with our national safety. 
These are matters of national security.

Well, we all remember that President 
Bush and his administration stated in 
the summer and fall of 2002 with com-
plete certainty that Saddam Hussein 
possessed weapons of mass destruction 
and those weapons of mass destruction 
posed an imminent threat to America, 
to world peace, and to our national 
safety. There was not any hedging; 
there was not any doubt in the Presi-
dent’s comments. There were not any 
hesitations or uncertainties expressed 
by any of the policy-makers in the 
Bush administration. They stated as 
fact that these weapons of mass de-
struction existed. They identified on 
maps where the weapons of mass de-
struction were located in Iraq. They 
even indicated how much those weap-
ons weighed. They told us, we have 500 
pounds over here; we have 300 pounds 
over there. 

Now comes a year and a half later, 
Dr. David Kay, the CIA’s chief weapons 
inspector in Iraq. And after working 
there for 7 or 8 months, he has an-
nounced, upon his retirement from 
that job, that the weapons of mass de-
struction do not exist and, in his opin-
ion, did not exist during 2002 or at the 
time we went to war in 2003. 

Now, it is, by the way, undeniable, 
Mr. Speaker, that Saddam Hussein had 
weapons of mass destruction in the 
1980s. We know that. He used them in 
murderous ways against his own civil-
ians, innocent civilians, the Kurds in 
Iraq. He also used them in murderous 
ways against the citizens in Iran, dur-
ing the Iraq-Iran War. But the question 
is not whether he had them in the 
1980s. The question is during the 1990s 
and the period of international sanc-
tions and international inspections, did 
Hussein give up those weapons and did 
he have them at the time we went to 
war in 2003. David Kay says no. He has 
concluded they did not exist. 

In addition to our general memory of 
how positive the President was, I can 
share with the House, as I have before, 
that I attended a briefing at the White 
House on October 2, 2002, 1 week before 
this House voted on the war resolution. 
That briefing was for a bipartisan 
group of Members, about 20 of us at-
tended. It was one of several briefings 
the White House conducted during that 
time. The briefing was conducted in 

the Roosevelt Room of the White 
House by CIA Director George Tenet 
and National Security Adviser 
Condoleezza Rice. Ms. Rice and Mr. 
Tenet told us with complete certainty 
that weapons of mass destruction ex-
isted, that they believed Hussein was 
giving them to terrorists, that there 
was a link between Hussein and al 
Qaeda and, again, they knew where the 
weapons were. It was just a matter of 
invading and uncovering them and seiz-
ing them. One of my colleagues specifi-
cally asked George Tenet, Mr. Tenet, 
on a scale of 1 to 10, how certain are 
you that Saddam Hussein has reconsti-
tuted his nuclear weapons program? 
And Mr. Tenet answered, without hesi-
tation, 10. He was completely certain. 

Well, we now know that information 
was simply incorrect. In fact, we had a 
glimmer of the amount of exaggera-
tions and deception when in the spring 
of 2003 rank-and-file Members of the 
House were finally allowed to see the 
classified intelligence reports from the 
fall of 2002, the Defense Intelligence 
Agency report of September of 2002, 
that said, in part, there was no credible 
evidence of a chemical stockpile of 
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, 
and the national intelligence estimate 
of October of 2002 that was filled with 
uncertainties. That report said that we 
think, according to the CIA, that Hus-
sein has weapons of mass destruction. 
We believe he may have this. We be-
lieve it is possible he has that. Then we 
discovered in the spring of 2003, when 
we saw these reports 6 months after 
they were made available to the White 
House that the President, when he 
talked to the public, forgot about all 
that uncertainty and told us, without a 
hesitation, that these weapons existed. 

Well, it seems clear to me, and it has 
for some time, that we were led to war 
on half truths and deception and that 
America was misled and the Congress 
was misled by these statements regard-
ing weapons of mass destruction. 

Now, Saddam Hussein is in custody. 
Iraq and this country are better off 
with him in custody. But the fact of 
the matter is, our challenges in Iraq 
have been made much harder and much 
riskier because of the arrogance, the 
unilateralism, and the cowboy diplo-
macy of this administration. 

Now, a few final comments about the 
commission, and I know my colleagues 
are anxious to join in this discussion. 
The President has finally called for an 
independent commission, something 
that all of us have called for; and we 
have been joined by the gentleman 
from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE), who 
has called for an independent commis-
sion as well. There are questions re-
maining about how to set this up. One, 
of course, is who will be the members, 
and this will be critically important 
for the President to pick a bipartisan 
and independent group of commission 
members. 

The timetable for reporting is impor-
tant. Obviously, this commission 
should be given sufficient time to do 
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its job. I certainly hope, though, that 
there will not be any artificial attempt 
made to delay the report until after 
the election to protect anybody who 
may be embarrassed by its findings. 

But most importantly of all is the 
scope of the commission’s work. In my 
view, it must do two fundamental 
things. Certainly, it must review the 
accuracy of the intelligence-gathering 
and why our intelligence agencies were 
wrong about the possession and exist-
ence of weapons of mass destruction in 
Iraq. But secondly, and just as impor-
tantly, this commission must review 
the use of that intelligence by the Bush 
administration to delve into why this 
material was so badly stated; why, 
when the Bush administration was told 
there were uncertainties about the 
weapons, why did they tell Congress 
and the American people that there 
was no uncertainty about the existence 
of those weapons. This commission 
must delve into both the intelligence-
gathering and the use of that intel-
ligence by the Bush administration. 

Let me at this point turn now to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
DELAHUNT), who has been waiting pa-
tiently and who is a senior member of 
the Committee on International Rela-
tions and a leader on this issue. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for the leadership 
he has brought to this issue. 

I think it is important to remind our 
audience, and we are again joined by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND), who is an original member of 
this ad hoc group that describe our-
selves as the Iraq Watch, that it was 8 
months ago that we began this effort. I 
think we are entitled to congratulate 
ourselves tonight. Because back then, 
we asked the congressional leadership 
and the President to depoliticize the 
issue of intelligence surrounding weap-
ons of mass destruction and the allega-
tions about links between al Qaeda and 
9–11 on one side, and Saddam Hussein 
on the next. Obviously, our words fell 
on deaf ears. 

But now we are in an election year, 
and the President thinks it is a good 
idea that he picks the members of this 
independent commission and that its 
proceedings be held in secrecy, so that 
the American people will not reach any 
conclusions prior to November’s elec-
tion. 

Well, if he had heeded our advice and 
proceeded with an independent com-
mission back 8 months ago, I dare say, 
given the work of David Kay and many 
others, that we would be well along the 
way; the American people would be in-
formed, the administration would be 
informed, the House leadership would 
be informed, and we could be discussing 
these issues in a way that had no polit-
ical overtones to it. But, again, it is 
this constant refusal to heed advice, to 
come in and have, if you will, a discus-
sion on how we move forward together. 

Many of us on this side of the aisle 
voted against the resolution because 
there did not appear to be a credible 

case, and we were right. But now that 
we are there, let us go back and reex-
amine history. To have a historical 
record that is accurate is important for 
generations of Americans to come 
when this administration has enun-
ciated a doctrine of preemption, a doc-
trine of preemption, and has created, in 
terms of the international order, a new 
norm that if you believe, you do not 
have to prove; but if you suspect, if you 
think, if you guess, you can launch a 
military strike against someone that 
you think may be a threat to you. I 
fear not just for America in terms of 
where we go from this point on; but sit-
uations that exist currently in the 
world, whether it be in the Middle 
East, whether it be in south Asia, be-
tween Pakistan and India, and all over 
the world, there are potentially vola-
tile situations where a country can 
point to this Bush doctrine of preemp-
tion and launch a nuclear strike. That 
will have consequences for all human-
kind and particularly for America, and 
we will have set the norm. That is 
what disturbs me. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will yield, I do think it 
deserves a bit of reiteration that the 
Iraq Watch has been meeting some 
months now, and that the record is 
fully available, not only through the 
normal aspect of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, which is available to the popu-
lation of the United States nationwide, 
but it is also available, I know, on the 
Web site that I have set up, and I be-
lieve other Members can do the same 
should they wish. What I am doing now 
for those who are listening and have an 
interest, it now is on my Web site. The 
Iraq Watch in its entirety appears.
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So we have a kind of cyber-archive 
now of what we are doing with Iraq 
Watch. And it will be interesting, I 
think, in time to come to go back over 
it and see where we were, where we 
were going. Not because we are stand-
ing here on the sidelines, merely com-
menting as we go along, but rather we 
are trying to stimulate debate, trying 
to stimulate discussion, trying to stim-
ulate the body politic through the 
means available to us here in the 
House. 

We are the people’s house. For those 
who just may be tuning in now, going 
down the cable channels and seeing C–
SPAN, what are they talking about to-
night, we are talking about our sons 
and daughters. We are talking about 
the blood and treasure of the United 
States. We are talking about the basic 
values of this country. We are talking 
about whether we are falling into the 
trap of a neo-imperialism, a 21st-cen-
tury version of imperialism that would 
be anathema to values of the United 
States, the United States as we have 
known it and as we have wanted it to 
be. 

And in that context, I would like to 
read an excerpt from David Fromkin’s 
new book called: A Peace to End All 

Peace: The Fall of the Ottoman Empire 
and the Creation of the Modern Middle 
East.’’ Again, for those who, and I will 
repeat it at the end of my excerpt as 
well, David Fromkin’s ‘‘A Peace to End 
All Peace: The Fall of the Ottoman 
Empire and the Creation of a Modern 
Middle East.’’

And I am quoting: 
‘‘Churchill, when he took office as 

Colonial Secretary [1921], brought with 
him a broad strategic concept of how 
to hold down the Middle East inexpen-
sively. While he was still Secretary of 
Air and War [1919–20], Churchill had 
proposed to cut Middle East costs by 
governing Mesopotamia,’’ which essen-
tially is modern-day Iraq, ‘‘by means of 
airplanes and armored cars. A few well-
protected air bases,’’ he wrote at the 
time, ‘‘would enable the Royal Air 
Force to operate in every part of the 
protectorate and to enforce control 
now here, now there, without the need 
of maintaining long lines of commu-
nication, eating up troops and money. 

‘‘Viewing imperialism as a costly 
drain on a society that needed to in-
vest all of its remaining resources in 
rebuilding itself, the bulk of the Brit-
ish press, public, and Parliament 
agreed to let the government commit 
itself to a presence in the Arab Middle 
East only because Winston Churchill’s 
ingenious strategy made it seem pos-
sible to control the region inexpen-
sively. 

‘‘Thus the belief, widely shared by 
British officials during and after the 
First World War, that Britain had 
come to the Middle East to stay at 
least long enough to reshape the region 
in line with European political inter-
ests, ideas, and ideals, was based on the 
fragile assumption that Churchill’s air-
craft-and-armored-car strategy could 
hold local opposition at bay indefi-
nitely. In turn, that assumption was 
another expression of the underesti-
mation of the Middle East that had 
typified British policy all along. It had 
shown itself when [Foreign Secretary 
Edward] Grey disdained the offer of an 
Ottoman alliance in 1911; when [Prime 
Minister Herbert] Asquith in 1914 re-
garded Ottoman entry in the war as 
being of no great concern; and when 
[War Minister Horatio] Kitchener, in 
1915, sent his armies to their doom 
against an entrenched and forewarned 
foe at Gallipoli in an attack the British 
Government knew would be suicidal if 
the defending troops were of European 
quality, Kitchener’s fatal assumption 
being that they were not. 

‘‘In 1922 the British Government had 
arrived at a political compromise with 
British society, by the terms of which 
Britain could assert her mastery in the 
Middle East, so long as she could do so 
at little cost. To British officials who 
underestimated the difficulties Britain 
would encounter in governing the re-
gion, who indeed had no conception of 
the magnitude of what they had under-
taken, that meant Britain was in the 
Middle East to stay. In retrospect, 
however, it was an early indication 
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that Britain was likely to leave,’’ un-
quote, from David Fromkin’s ‘‘A Peace 
to End All Peace: The Fall of the 
Ottomon Empire and the Creation of 
the Modern Middle East.’’

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman would yield, is the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) 
suggesting that there is some simi-
larity between the behavior of the Brit-
ish 90 years ago and their colonial ways 
and the behavior of America in Iraq? 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
am suggesting there is a direct par-
allel. I am suggesting that the history 
of the Middle East is not something 
that just suddenly occurred in 1990, or 
1989 and 1990, with Saddam Hussein 
moving into what is now Kuwait. 

I suggest that there is a history here, 
a long history here, a detailed history 
here. I suggest that mistakes were 
made in the past as to what could and 
could not be done in the Middle East, 
particularly in the area known as 
Mesopotamia; in other words, modern-
day Iraq. And they are well on the way 
to making the same mistakes over 
again for the same reasons that they 
were made before, because we think 
that we can impose a United States’ 
version of a 21st-century imperialism, 
and that all of the cards will fall on the 
table in place, that everything will op-
erate as we wish it to operate and that 
we can in fact control events. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, what I 
find particularly ironic is the debate 
now, whether the original preference of 
the United States in terms of electing 
the interim council would be done by 
caucuses or whether there would be a 
direct election. And it would appear 
that this administration is somewhat 
confused, but it would appear that 
there they are sticking to this caucus 
concept and rejecting the direct elec-
tion proposal put forth by a leading 
Shia cleric by the name of Seestani for 
direct elections. The Iraqis, it would 
appear, believe that they are capable of 
conducting an election. And we are 
saying no. 

Well, I believe if there is one Amer-
ican principle, one American value 
that we cherish here in this particular 
institution and all across this land, it 
is one American, one vote. How about 
one Iraqi, one vote, with appropriate 
qualifications?

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would yield, is he aware 
that when Ayatollah Seestani sent peo-
ple into the street or encouraged peo-
ple to go into the street in these dem-
onstrations, that the cry was one man 
one vote? 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I was 
unaware of that. But maybe he had 
done his reading in terms of American 
history and our fight and our struggle 
to secure one vote for every person re-
gardless of color, religion, ethnicity, 
whatever; something that we as Ameri-
cans are to be proud of in exporting. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, it 
is of course one man, one vote, because 
our governing council recently ruled 

that women would no longer have the 
political rights that they had under 
Saddam Hussein. We are going to take 
a step backward from Saddam Hus-
sein’s government who, at least on 
paper, had women as the equal of men 
when it came to their political rights. 

So if the governing council that we 
appointed has its way, it will retreat 
from that which we have struggled to 
achieve in the United States. You may 
have ethnic equality, you may have ra-
cial equality, but you are not going to 
have gender equality. That is for sure. 
They really mean it when they say one 
man, one vote. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, is my 
colleague absolutely certain of that? 
Because I was unaware of that. I find 
that incredulous. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 
oh, yes, I can tell the gentleman right 
now, there are women’s groups orga-
nizing all over Iraq at the present time, 
demanding that they get their rights 
back from the group that we are sup-
porting which is supposedly bringing 
them democratic freedom. 

So the plain fact of the matter is 
that not only is this call out in the 
street for direct elections, but they 
are, in fact, utilizing the concept of a 
single person and a single vote, hope-
fully. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, If 
the gentleman would yield. I have en-
joyed this conversation, but I would 
like to take just a moment and call our 
colleagues’ attention to something 
that is perhaps a little more home-
bound and immediate in terms of my 
concerns. 

I think we went into Iraq based on 
false information that was coming 
from the administration. But we are 
there now. But I think the American 
people need to know that when we 
went to war after the Afghanistan con-
flict, we sent our sons and daughters 
into harm’s way without providing 
them with the most basic protection. 
And I am talking about this inter-
ceptor body armor which is comprised 
of a kevlar vest with inserts where 
they can put ceramic plates in both the 
front and the back. 

And these ceramic inserts are capa-
ble, we are told, of stopping an AK–47 
bullet. And we sent our soldiers into 
Iraq into a battle, life-and-death situa-
tion, without adequate protection. 
Now, this is after we were told that 
this vest was credited with saving some 
19 lives during the Afghanistan con-
flict. So we knew this protection was 
effective. 

And General Abizaid, when he was 
testifying before a Senate committee, 
was asked, why did we do this? And he 
said, and I am quoting, ‘‘I cannot say 
for the record why we chose to go to 
war with an insufficient supply of these 
vests.’’

Well, in May I got a letter from a 
young soldier in Iraq, one of my con-
stituents, a West Point graduate, an 
Eagle Scout, the best kind of kid that 
this country can produce. And he was 

in Iraq and he wrote me a letter. He 
said, ‘‘Congressman, my men are won-
dering why they are not given this pro-
tection. They have been given old Viet-
nam-era flak jackets that are capable 
of stopping fragments but are incapa-
ble of stopping these bullets.’’

So I wrote Secretary Rumsfeld a let-
ter. And I asked the Secretary to 
please tell me how many soldiers had 
lost their lives without this protection. 
I asked him to please tell me when he 
could assure us that all of America’s 
soldiers were protected with these 
vests. And I asked him to promise me 
that we would not provide these vests, 
these life-saving vests to foreign troops 
until all of our soldiers had been 
equipped. 

The Secretary wrote me back and he 
said that they cannot answer my first 
question because they do not collect 
that information from the battlefield. 
So we do not know how many soldiers 
have been needlessly killed simply be-
cause they were not adequately pro-
tected. 

In answer to my second question, he 
said that it was their expectation that 
all soldiers would be equipped with this 
vest by mid-November. 

A couple of weeks later I get a fol-
low-up letter from General Myers, the 
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
And General Myers says, in answer to 
my third question, ‘‘Whether or not our 
troops are going to be protected before 
foreign troops,’’ I am paraphrasing, 
‘‘our State Department has entered 
into certain agreements with some of 
our coalition partners, and we are pro-
viding certain equipment to them; but 
we have been assured that the compa-
nies that are producing the equipment 
for the foreign troops do not have a 
contract with our government to pro-
vide these materials for our troops, but 
if they were to get such a contract 
from our government they would honor 
it first.’’

Well, the question that I have is, if 
we are trying to get these soldiers pro-
tected as rapidly as possible, and there 
is a company that is capable of pro-
ducing these vests, why do they not 
have a contract with our government? 

Well, so General Myers then said it 
will be mid-November before all of our 
troops are protected. So Secretary 
Rumsfeld says November and then Gen-
eral Myers in his letter says December. 
And then, lo and behold, right before 
we left here for Christmas, the Pen-
tagon had a briefing and some of my 
staff were there and they said, Well, it 
is going to be January. Think of that. 
Months after this war started, we had 
many months leading up to the war, 
adequate time to prepare, to develop 
the equipment our troops needed, and 
it was not done.

b 2230 
So 10, 12, 13 months after the war 

started they are finally telling us, and 
I do not know if I can brief them, quite 
frankly, they are finally telling us that 
they have, in fact, gotten a sufficient 
supply of these vests to our troops. 
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Then the vehicles that are being driv-

en, the Humvees and other military ve-
hicles that are being driven in Iraq, we 
are here in the safety of this Chamber, 
and we are protected by the Capitol Po-
lice; and as we stand here, there are 
American soldiers in Iraq in hellish cir-
cumstances, and they are driving vehi-
cles that are not armor plated. 

I received an e-mail from a soldier in 
Iraq this week, and he told me of being 
out on patrol and of one of his col-
leagues being shot by a sniper. The bul-
let went through both sides of his face 
and lodged in his shoulder. 

We have got soldiers over there, the 
least we can do, the least we can do is 
to give them the best protection pos-
sible. And I am outraged, I am stunned 
that after all the billions of dollars we 
have allocated for this war that the 
leadership of this administration, our 
Secretary of Defense, our Pentagon of-
ficials, have failed to adequately pro-
tect our soldiers. 

I have gone to funerals of soldiers 
who have come back from Iraq, a 20-
year-old, I remember going to his fu-
neral, a young man who was abandoned 
by his parents as a child, reared by his 
grandmother, a 20-year-old who had 
purchased the engagement ring for his 
fiance before he left for Iraq. He simply 
wanted to be able to afford an edu-
cation. So he joins our military hoping 
that that will be a route to get an edu-
cation; and he comes back as a 20-year-
old, and we bury him on a hill over-
looking the Ohio River. Ironically, he 
had drowned in the Tigress River as he 
had jumped into that water to try to 
save his sergeant who had fallen in and 
he sunk, and it was 12 or 14 days before 
they found his body. 

It disturbs me, it disturbs me that 
decisions were made to send our troops 
into war, and we did not provide them 
with the protection they need and de-
serve. Somebody needs to answer how 
that happened, why it happened; and 
more importantly, they need to ensure 
us that it will never, never, never hap-
pen again. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, to 
corroborate the gentleman’s point, and 
I think it is important for my col-
leagues and for the people that may be 
watching this conversation among us 
tonight, that the gentleman is not 
speaking alone. That much of what he 
said was corroborated by the United 
States Army in a 504-page internal 
Army history of this war written by 
the Army’s Combined Armed Senate at 
Fort Leavenworth in Kansas. Much of 
what you said is part of that particular 
study. That study was reported on 
today in the New York Times. 

Let me just quote from part of that 
report in the New York Times: ‘‘The 
first official Army history of the Iraq 
war reveals that American forces were 
plagued by a morass of supply short-
ages, logistical problems which senior 
Army officials played down at the time 
were much worse than have been pre-
viously reported. Tank engines on 
warehouse shelves in Kuwait with no 

truck drivers to take them north; bro-
ken down trucks were scavenged for us-
able parts; artillery units cannibalized 
parts from captured Iraqi guns to keep 
their Howitzers operating; Army med-
ics foraged medical supplies from com-
bat hospitals.’’ 

This comes from an Army report, not 
from a politician, whether that politi-
cian be a Republican or a Democrat, 
speaking at a press conference. This is 
the United States Army. The study 
goes on to note that the strategy em-
ployed by the political leadership, Sec-
retary Rumsfeld is answerable for this, 
in his Deputy Under Secretary 
Wolfowitz, and Assistant Secretary 
Fife and the entire crowd. The study 
notes that ‘‘the strategy of starting the 
war before all support troops were in 
place taxed the post-war resources of 
local commanders who in many cases 
were shifting back and forth between 
combat operations and the task of civil 
services. Local commanders were torn 
between their fights and providing re-
sources, soldiers’ time and logistics, to 
meet civilian needs,’’ the report con-
cluded, ‘‘partially due to the scarce re-
sources. As a result of the running 
start, there was not simply enough to 
do both missions.’’

Talk about a disaster that has re-
sulted in untold sacrifice of American 
soldiers, has set us back in terms of the 
reconstruction of Iraq. All for what? 
Because we do know now, we do know 
now that despite, despite what the 
White House did say, the threat from 
Iraq was not imminent. Remember 
those words? 

The White House spokesman Scott 
McClellan in July of this year, ‘‘Iraq 
was the most dangerous threat of our 
time.’’ His predecessor in May of 2003 
in response to a question whether the 
threat from Iraq was imminent, his an-
swer, ‘‘Absolutely.’’ Again, McClellan, 
the spokesperson for President Bush in 
February of last year said, ‘‘This is 
about imminent threat.’’ The Vice 
President himself on January of last 
year, ‘‘Iraq poses terrible threats to 
the civilized world.’’

President Bush, himself, in November 
of 2002, ‘‘The world is also uniting to 
answer the unique and urgent threat 
posed by Iraq whose dictator has al-
ready used weapons of mass destruc-
tion to kill thousands.’’

But now, what does the White House 
spokesperson say? ‘‘Some in the media 
have chosen to use the word ‘immi-
nent.’ Those were not words we used.’’

Give me a break, Mr. McClellan. You 
lose credibility by saying that. Be hon-
est, be honest. You were wrong. Admit 
it and restore confidence in America 
and in the White House, not just for 
the benefit of the American people, but 
for the benefit of American prestige in 
our role in this world to enhance de-
mocracy in every corner of the planet. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, it 
is very difficult for Mr. McClellan or 
anyone else to do that when the Presi-
dent himself in the space of the last 
week or so has indicated at least twice 

that he did not know the facts, that he 
was anxious to find out what the facts 
were, that he too, presumably meaning 
‘‘in addition’’ would like to find out 
what was going on or what had hap-
pened. 

Now, this is the President of the 
United States. Hundreds of people are 
dead, thousands of people have been 
grievously wounded. 

Speaking of the prestige that the 
gentleman referred to, that has been 
literally destroyed the world over. We 
now have the Secretary, the spectacle, 
the spectacle of the Secretary of the 
State now wondering whether or not he 
would have made the same rec-
ommendations had he had other infor-
mation, at the same time when many 
of us here were saying, let us take a 
deep breath, let us be sure we know 
what we are doing. The inspections are 
working; the inspections were under-
way. 

We were not getting the information 
back that the administration wanted 
to hear. That is the difficulty. My 
memory is not in such difficult straits 
that I cannot recall what happened 
during those times. I realize we are 
now at a point that would understand 
only too well where inconvenient 
thought is shoved down the memory 
hole. We simply put it out of sight and 
pretend it did not happen. The plain 
fact of the matter is that there were 
cries all across this country, an outcry 
all across the country saying that the 
inspection process has not yet com-
pleted its task. We need to do that at 
a minimum before we go to war. 

It is one thing for people to talk 
about supporting the troops. It is one 
thing to talk about whether the defini-
tion of imminent is the same for every-
body across the spectrum, but you can-
not say that a political policy which 
has failed to do the minimum nec-
essary before there is a commitment to 
war is something that needs to be de-
fended in the name of defending the 
troops. 

Mr. McClellan or the President, nei-
ther Mr. McClellan speaking for the 
President nor Mr. Bush can get off that 
easy, nor can they claim that this is a 
situation that needs now to be explored 
in the aftermath of this tragedy. 

I submit that we are now in a situa-
tion that needs further explanation. 
My understanding now is that we have 
announced that we are going to be 
leaving on the 30th of June of this 
year. We are now in February. March, 
April, June. We are talking about in 
100 days we are ostensibly going to 
turn over authority to somebody or 
something in Iraq. Is there anybody 
here who can tell me who is going to 
have authority, what institutional 
framework or structure is going to ex-
ercise that authority? I cannot find out 
who it is. 

Is it going to be United Nations in-
spectors? No, they have been told they 
were inadequate. Is it going to be 
United Nations observers or adminis-
trators in some form? They left. I un-
derstand that the United States now in 
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some fashion is in discussions with 
them as to whether they will come 
back in. To do what? With whom? 

It is very interesting, one need only 
go to this issue of the New York Times 
Magazine for February 1, this past Sun-
day, and this article on what the Shi-
ites really want. A quote from a U.S. 
official, ‘‘We can fight the Suunis, but 
we cannot fight the Shiites, not if they 
organize against us. There are too 
many of them.’’

Is that what we have been reduced 
to? Is that what the policies are in-
volved here? If you want to talk about 
imminent danger, how about the immi-
nent danger of people demanding direct 
elections so that they can conduct 
their own affairs. 

This is the situation that we find 
ourselves in today. This is the situa-
tion that we have to confront. This is a 
situation that will not allow us to con-
tinue to merely stand on the side and 
observe the President trying to get the 
facts. He should have had the facts be-
fore he committed us into war. And he 
should get the facts now on what it 
takes in order for us to be able to exert 
such influence as we can in a positive 
way now that we have entered into this 
imperialist dream of imposing our au-
thority on Iraq in the wake of Saddam 
Hussein’s capture. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I wel-
come the questions of the gentleman, 
but I hope he is not turning to me to 
give him some answers because I can-
not begin to answer these very legiti-
mate questions he has raised about 
what comes next, what does the Bush 
administration think will happen at 
the end of June when we turn over civil 
authority at this point to a completely 
unknown local or international or 
some form of alternative government 
or group. These questions are impor-
tant, and we are nowhere close to hav-
ing an answer. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Does the gentleman 
know what the CIA says? 

Mr. HOEFFEL. I am afraid to ask. 
Mr. DELAHUNT. Back about a week 

ago in the Miami Herald this is what 
the CIA said in response to a question 
posed by the gentleman from Hawaii 
(Mr. ABERCROMBIE).

b 2245 
They said in the Miami Herald, in a 

commentary on the President’s State 
of the Union address, which would lead 
one to believe that things were fine and 
that peace and order and democracy 
were just around the corner, well, the 
CIA offices in Iraq, in the field, are 
warning that the country may be on a 
path to civil war. And they are very, 
very concerned and very, very dis-
turbed. 

Again, it is all about just be honest. 
The American people can deal with the 
truth. We can have a debate that is re-
spectful. We can address problems and 
we can move forward together, but if 
you do not tell us the truth, that is 
when we are in trouble. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with the gentleman from Massachu-

setts (Mr. DELAHUNT) on that point. 
That is an excellent point, and part of 
the problem we are having is that the 
President and the Vice President con-
tinue to spin the issue of weapons of 
mass destruction. The Vice President 
in the last couple of weeks still talks 
about those trailers being the place 
where weapons of mass destruction 
were being manufactured. David Kay 
laughs about that and says, no, they 
were not. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Everybody laughs 
about it. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. They were perhaps 
making rocket fuel. More likely, mak-
ing helium for weather balloons, but 
they were not making weapons of mass 
destruction. But the Vice President 
continues to suggest that that was hap-
pening. 

The President himself in the State of 
the Union address that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) 
just referenced, in the face of the ab-
sence of weapons of mass destruction 
in Iraq, in my view, continued to try to 
confuse the situation and fool the 
American people by talking about the 
fact that Mr. Kay himself, who was in 
the process of saying there were no 
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, 
the President quoted Mr. Kay as talk-
ing about weapons of mass destruction-
related program activities. And I do 
not have a clue what is a weapons of 
mass destruction-related program ac-
tivity. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Neither does any 
other American have a clue. You talk 
about gibberish. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. If the gen-
tleman would yield, I think I can pro-
vide you with an answer of what a 
weapons of mass destruction-related 
program activity was. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. At last, an answer. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I will be happy 

to do so. What we have discovered, we 
said if we can only get to those Iraqi 
scientists, they have the answer, which 
was just what was going to happen 
with the U.N. inspectors. What did we 
find out when we got to those sci-
entists? The scientists told us that 
they were destroying the weapons of 
mass destruction and that the program 
activity was destroying the weapons of 
mass destruction. That is what the ac-
tivity was, and these scientists were 
doing it, and they had papers to show 
it. If we could just get to the papers of 
those Iraqi scientists, that would tell 
us what happened. Yes, they destroyed 
the weapons of mass destruction. 

What Saddam Hussein was doing, a 
ruthless lying dictator, was ruthlessly 
lying about what he was doing. He 
wanted to give the illusion that there 
were these weapons, because he wanted 
to give the illusion that he was some 
great and powerful dictator, and we 
were buying it. That is the problem 
here is that we are actually relying on 
the veracity of a lying, ruthless dic-
tator. 

Maybe part of the reason for that is 
we have been relying on his goodwill 

all along anyway. If I have to hear one 
more time about weapons that were 
used on his own people, I would like to 
ask the President, was that before or 
after the Secretary of Defense in an-
other capacity was congratulating him 
for it and getting his picture taken 
with him and shaking his hands? Was 
that before or after this country was 
giving approval to Saddam Hussein to 
use those weapons and making certain 
that he knew that that was not going 
to interfere with our support, tacit or 
otherwise, for his war against Iran? 

So, yes, there were program activi-
ties all right, program activities that 
we needed to know about in detail so 
that we could present an accurate and 
truthful picture to the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. If I can, we cer-
tainly know the gentleman is abso-
lutely correct. If we want to talk about 
weapons of mass destruction program-
related activities, let us go back to 
that point in time when the current 
Secretary of State, Colin Powell, was 
the National Security Adviser and 
when the current Vice President, Mr. 
CHENEY, was the Secretary of Defense. 

What I find particularly fascinating 
is, as Dr. Condoleezza Rice just said, if 
I can find the quote, she said just re-
cently, he used weapons of mass de-
struction, just as the gentleman indi-
cates. The truth was that we were 
transferring to him the computers and 
the ingredients necessary to advance 
his nuclear weapons program. That 
happened. 

We, the United States Government, 
during the 1980s under Reagan and 
President George Herbert Walker Bush, 
were removing him from the terrorist 
list, installing an embassy in Baghdad, 
providing intelligence to Saddam Hus-
sein in the war against Iran. And when 
it came to that horrific incident in 
Chalabi where he used chemical weap-
ons against the Kurds who had aligned 
themselves with the Iranians, there 
was a condemnation, let us call it lip 
service. And yet, when this institution, 
this House and the United States Sen-
ate in 1989 and 1990 attempted to im-
pose sanctions on the Saddam Hussein 
regime, you know what the position of 
the administration was then, led by the 
Secretary of Defense and the National 
Security Adviser? They killed the bill. 
They killed the bill. 

Now, if hypocrisy was a virtue—
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. We would be up 

to our eyeballs in it. 
Mr. DELAHUNT. Thank you. 
Mr. HOEFFEL. Let me respond or 

add on to the comments of the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) 
about the Iraqi scientist, because Dr. 
Kay has also reported on what he be-
lieves may explain part of the incred-
ible inaccuracy of our intelligence 
work regarding the weapons of mass 
destruction. He believes that some of 
those Iraqi scientists that you referred 
to were actually conning Hussein; that 
they were telling Hussein that they 
had had these programs; they needed 
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more money; they were on the verge of 
developing the weapons that this mur-
derous dictator was interested in devel-
oping. Hussein apparently believed 
that con, and kept giving them money 
for their research and for their develop-
ment, and some of that money was 
skimmed off the top through base cor-
ruption by these scientists and all the 
rest. 

What is amazing is the suggestion 
from Dr. Kay that our intelligence 
agencies fell for the con, too. We were 
conned by the con. We picked up the 
communications of the Iraqi scientists 
to Hussein, and we believed those com-
munications, and so that is why we felt 
that the weapons of mass destruction 
were well developed and in existence 
when, in fact, they were not. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would yield, having 
been a probation officer at one time in 
my checkered career, I can tell my col-
leagues a little bit about con men and 
how they operate. I will tell you how a 
con succeeds. A con succeeds not be-
cause of the special insight of the one 
perpetrating the con. The person who 
does that, the con man, is not depend-
ing even on his own skill. He is depend-
ing on the desire of the other person to 
have the conclusion that they want to 
have come out. It is preordained they 
want the con. You cannot succeed with 
a con unless the other person is playing 
into it with you. They think they are 
getting something for nothing, or they 
think that something they want very 
much to be real is actually going to 
happen. You are going to win; you are 
going to succeed; you are going to be 
able to work the angle; you are going 
to be able to get something that some-
body else does not have. 

All you have to do is look at the 
record of the desire of the advisers to 
Mr. Bush and their determination to 
reenter the Middle East along the same 
lines as I read from the Churchill impe-
rial era, and to come back into with 
their version in the 21st century, they 
want those weapons to be there. They 
wanted to take any scrap of informa-
tion that came in and turn it into proof 
positive that what they wanted to do 
and the policies they wanted to follow 
of going in there and having a war with 
Iraq was something that was substan-
tiated by the information that they 
were getting. It did not matter that it 
may have gone the other way. It did 
not matter it was ambiguous, tenuous, 
or that it was fragments. 

What mattered was, is something was 
being said about it, and they were 
bound and determined to turn that into 
information which could be construed 
as being supportive of having to go to 
war. No matter what happened, they 
were going go to war. 

I find it very, very instructive that 
the Secretary of the Treasury’s book 
that has just come out has been de-
nounced along with him. He apparently 
has turned into an apostate, too, in the 
process simply by saying that these 
impressions and his honest impression 

as related in his book was that from 
the moment he entered service to the 
Bush administration, that they were 
determined to go to war; that no mat-
ter what happened they were going to 
go to war. 

So as we take a look at this and see 
what happened in the past, that, it 
seems to me, is prelude to the future. 
And so I suggest for our upcoming Iraq 
Watches that we take up the question, 
then, of what is going to happen on 
June 30; who are we going to be dealing 
with; what are the circumstances 
under which authority is to be turned 
over in Iraq by the United States; is 
this going to be yet another election 
ploy? Because the Bush administration 
is trying to use support for troops 
being synonymous with support for the 
war for election year purposes now, and 
I am very anxious to find out whether 
this transfer of authority is also going 
to be used for election purposes or are 
we going to actually be able to do 
something that will advance democ-
racy in Iraq. I think we need to con-
centrate on that. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I 
think it is interesting the gentleman 
talked about the former Secretary of 
the Treasury, and I think we all re-
spect his candor and honesty, and I 
think for many of us it certainly is not 
surprising. I think probably, and I do 
not know whether our audience is 
aware of this, but one starts to see a 
subtle change in the position of some 
members of the administration. 

For example, Secretary Powell was 
reported yesterday in the Washington 
Post, he said he does not know now 
whether he would have recommended 
an invasion of Iraq if he had been told 
it had no stockpiles of banned weapons, 
even as he offered a broad defense of 
the Bush administration’s decision to 
go to war. 

What we are going to start to see now 
is a shift in the language. We are going 
to go from clearly there were weapons 
of mass destruction, this is where they 
are, these are the quantities, and that 
is going to go to the weapons of mass 
destruction program-related activities. 
Now we are going to see attempts by 
senior administration officials to re-
write history. But I think what is most 
important from this point on is for 
those that are in denial, because they 
have I think almost a psychological 
hold in terms of their belief, we should 
ask them to accept reality. Let us 
move on, let us work together in a bi-
partisan, bicameral basis and to go for-
ward, understand where we failed in 
terms of this policy, and see that at 
least the Iraqi people have an oppor-
tunity for a democratic future, and as 
quickly as possible reduce the exposure 
of American military personnel and the 
absolutely heavy burden that the 
American taxpayers are bearing, with 
no help from anybody else in the world.

b 2300 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. And none likely 
to come. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. And none to come. 
Remember that conference in Madrid? 
That was all about loans. Our allies are 
loaning, expecting the money back; but 
American taxpayers, we give it away. 
We give it away in this body. That is 
what we do. We just shove it out the 
door. Well, that is indeed unfortunate. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleagues for joining in Iraq 
Watch this week. We will be back next 
week. We are going to look at the com-
mission and what happens June 30th, 
and we look forward to talking next 
week. 

f 

STATE OF THE ECONOMY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BARRETT of South Carolina). Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, as the 
prior speakers were dealing with the 
foreign wars in which the United 
States is engaged, here at home the 
Bush administration has built an econ-
omy teetering on a house of cards, or 
should I say an exploding house of 
debt. 

There is more economic anxiety in 
our country than at any time that I 
can remember since the Reagan reces-
sion of 1982. President Bush is trying to 
act as if nothing is wrong, but people 
know better. They know something is 
wrong, something deeply wrong with 
America’s economy here at home. They 
know that jobs are going overseas by 
the thousands, and they do not know 
how much worse things are going to 
get before they get better, or if they 
are ever going to get better. 

More and more people are wondering 
whether our jobs are ever going to 
come back. In my district, almost 
every week brings the news of another 
plant closing. This week it is Georgia 
Pacific, maker of Dixie Cups, leaving 
Sandusky, Ohio, and 206 long-time 
workers terminated. Hundreds and 
hundreds of family-owned tool and die 
and machine tool businesses in Ohio 
and the Midwest have fallen victims of 
unregulated competition from China. 

The manufacturing sector in the Na-
tion’s heartland is in the intensive care 
unit, and President Bush is offering 
Band-aids. He was in Ohio last week, he 
came to us empty-handed, but then he 
went around the country and raised 
millions more for his campaign coffers. 
In his State of the Union address deliv-
ered here, he did not even propose ex-
tending unemployment benefits for 
those workers who have lost their jobs. 

There is great economic anxiety in 
our land because workers do not know 
how much longer they can hold on to 
their health benefits. There is great 
economic anxiety in our land because 
people see Congress and the President 
giving $87 billion to Iraq and the Presi-
dent’s corporate cronies, but leaving 43 
million Americans without health care 
coverage. 

There is great economic anxiety be-
cause the average American family 
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lives by a rule that Washington breaks 
every day. It is called the rule of bal-
ancing your checkbook. If a family 
bounces a check, their bank hits them 
with a fee for insufficient funds. But 
apparently that does not apply to 
President George Bush and his Repub-
lican Party. They have proposed the 
biggest budget deficits in history and 
call it economic progress. 

President Bush has proposed a back-
breaking $521 billion budget deficit for 
this year. And when we add in the So-
cial Security funds that they are bor-
rowing, it is actually $709 billion. Next 
year, his deficit is proposed at $364 bil-
lion, but it is actually $607 billion if he 
does not raid the Social Security fund. 
And if he is as wrong this time as he 
has been in his fiscal projections in the 
first 3 years, the budget deficit for fis-
cal year 2005 will hit over $734 billion. 

That is the highest deficit in history, 
and that does not even count the addi-
tional funds that they are going to add 
for the war in Afghanistan. We seem to 
have a President who talks a lot about 
national security, but has forgotten 
about economic security. 

I can remember, coming from our 
family, what happened back in the 
1920s and 1930s when Washington spent 
with abandon. We know that Wall 
Street likes debt, but they like it too 
much, and they deal in paper wealth, 
not real wealth. And when our prede-
cessors during the 1920s and 1930s for-
got the difference between real wealth 
and paper, and spent with abandon, 
they literally brought down America’s 
families and financial system right 
around them. The dollar lost its value, 
and we face that precipice again. 

The Great Depression of the 1930s was 
the largest economic disaster our Na-
tion ever experienced. Our family, like 
everyone else in the Nation, felt the 
impact of wild behavior on Wall Street 
and reckless government in Wash-
ington. Our family lost all their mea-
ger savings, and I am sure that the ir-
responsible people who have raided our 
people’s 401(k) plans have done the 
same thing in this modern day. Just 
ask the former employees of Enron. 
And I do not mean George Bush’s close 
personal friend, Kenneth Lay. I mean 
the people who lost everything when 
the Lay scam was exposed. 

A look at the Pension Benefit Guar-
anty Corporation, the largest hole in 
history. It is supposed to ensure our 

workers’ pension benefits in private 
companies. It is over $11 billion in def-
icit. The President says it is not a cri-
sis. It surely is a crisis when the larg-
est instrumentality that we have to 
back up our workers’ retiree benefits 
does not have the insurance to do it. 
He best pay attention. 

Mr. Speaker, the economic anxiety 
that is gripping America tonight is 
real. We are losing jobs to unfair trade 
agreements. The President wants to ex-
pand NAFTA. Workers are running out 
of unemployment benefits. The Presi-
dent says there is no crisis and, there-
fore, no need for extended unemploy-
ment benefits. Retirees are losing their 
pensions, and the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation is losing money 
hand over fist. The President says 
there is no crisis, but indeed the sys-
tem is at risk. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, let me say to 
the American people the way to change 
our Nation for the better is for people 
to register to vote from coast to coast. 
If we can change the captain of our 
floundering Ship of State, we can put 
firm new leadership at the helm and 
begin moving again toward a better to-
morrow for all.

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BORDALLO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of official busi-
ness in the district. 

Mr. LANGEVIN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and February 4 on ac-
count of attending a memorial service. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today and Feb-
ruary 4 on account of personal reasons. 

Ms. ESHOO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and February 4 on ac-
count of attending a funeral. 

Mr. RAHALL (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for the week of February 2 and 
the week of February 9 on account of 
surgery.

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-

lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. SOLIS) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CONYERS for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. SOLIS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. GILCHREST) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
February 4 and 5. 

Mr. PEARCE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GILCHREST, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, February 

4 and 10. 
Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, February 4. 
Mr. FEENEY, for 5 minutes, February 

4. 
Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania, for 5 

minutes, today.
(The following Member (at his own 

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

f

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows:

S. 1879. An act to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to revise and extend provisions 
relating to mammography quality standards; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 7 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, February 4, 2004, 
at 10 a.m.

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for speaker-authorized official travel during the 
third and fourth quarters of 2003, pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, MR. JOEL MONTALVO, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN NOV. 25 AND NOV. 28, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Joel Montalvo ........................................................... 11/25 11/28 Jordan ................................................... 674.00 952.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 674.00 952.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, MR. JOEL MONTALVO, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN NOV. 25 AND NOV. 28, 2003—Continued

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... 674.00 952.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 674.00 952.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currently is used, enter amounted expended. 

JOEL MONTALVO, Dec. 4, 2003. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO KUWAIT, IRAQ AND SPAIN, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 21 AND OCT. 26, 
2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Hon. Deborah Pryce ................................................. 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Darlene Hooley ................................................ 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen ........................................ 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Jennifer Dunn .................................................. 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Sue Kelly ......................................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Carolyn McCarthy (NY) .................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Marsha Blackburn ........................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Katherine Harris .............................................. 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Juan Carlos Scott .................................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Margaret Peterlin ..................................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Anne Buresh ............................................................ 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Adrienne Ross .......................................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Alison Craig .................................................... 10/22 10/25 Kuwait 3 ................................................ .................... 1,167.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 1,167.00
Hon. Deborah Pryce ................................................. 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Darlene Hooley ................................................ 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen ........................................ 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Jennifer Dunn .................................................. 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Sue Kelly ......................................................... 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Carolyn McCarthy (NY) .................................... 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Marsha Blackburn ........................................... 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Hon. Katherine Harris .............................................. 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Juan Carlos Scott .................................................... 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Margaret Peterlin ..................................................... 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Anne Buresh ............................................................ 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Adrienne Ross .......................................................... 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00
Alison Craig ............................................................. 10/25 10/26 Spain .................................................... .................... 343.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 343.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,510.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Traveled from Kuwait into and out of Iraq each day. 
4 Military air transportation. 

DEBORAH PRYCE, Nov. 24, 2003. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO ITALY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 22 AND OCT. 24, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Bryan Harbin 3 ......................................................... 10/22 10/24 Italy ....................................................... 530,02 .................... 90 .................... 48,35 668.35 832.00

Committee Total ......................................... ............. ................. 530,02 .................................................. .................... 90 .................... 48,35 .................... .................... 668,35 832.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Bryan received 715.52 Euro and had 50 Euro leftover and returned. 

BRYAN HARBIN, Nov. 18, 2003. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO MEXICO, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 22 AND OCT. 24, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Hon. Nancy Pelosi .................................................... 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Hon. David Hobson .................................................. 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Hon. Sam Farr ......................................................... 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Hon. Hilda Solis ....................................................... 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Hon. Linda Sanchez ................................................. 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Michael Sheehy ........................................................ 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Kenny Kraft .............................................................. 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Cindy Jimenez .......................................................... 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00
Dean Aguillen .......................................................... 10/22 10/24 Mexico ................................................... 9213 830.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... 9213 830.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

NANCY PELOSI, Nov. 24, 2003. 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO THE HOUSE NATO PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 

26 AND OCT. 28, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Hon. Doug Bereuter ................................................. 10/26 10/28 Canada ................................................. .................... 526.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 526.00
Hon. John Tanner ..................................................... 10/26 10/28 Canada ................................................. .................... 526.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 526.00
Hon. Paul Gillmor .................................................... 10/26 10/28 Canada ................................................. .................... 526.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 526.00
Hon. Joel Hefley ....................................................... 10/26 10/28 Canada ................................................. .................... 526.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 526.00
John Lis ................................................................... 10/26 10/28 Canada ................................................. .................... 526.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 526.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,630.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,630.00

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

DOUG BEREUTER, Dec. 8, 2003. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO CUBA, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED ON DEC. 9, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Hon. Mark Foley ....................................................... 12/9 12/9 Cuba ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

MARK FOLEY, Jan. 13, 2004. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN AUG. 24 AND AUG. 31, 2003

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Foreign cur-
rency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. cur-
rency 2

Bernard Jay Apperson .............................................. 8/25 8/26 Turkey ................................................... .................... 462.00 .................... 6,269.40 .................... .................... .................... 6,731.40
8/27 8/28 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 566.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 566.00
8/29 8/31 Turkey ................................................... .................... 452.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 452.00

Bobby Vassar ........................................................... 8/25 8/26 Turkey ................................................... .................... 462.00 .................... 6,269.40 .................... .................... .................... 6,731.40
8/27 8/28 Uzbekistan ............................................ .................... 566.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 566.00
8/29 8/31 Turkey ................................................... .................... 452.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 452.00

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,960.00 .................... 12,538.80 .................... .................... .................... 15,498.80

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JAMES F. SENSENBRENNER, JR., Chairman, Nov. 13, 2003. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6524. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-187] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6525. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Bayou 
Boeuf, Miles 90-93 of the Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway, West of the Harvey Locks, Amel-
ia, LA [COTP Morgan City-03-012] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6526. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-189] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6527. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-

partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-191] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6528. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, Virginia. [CGD05-03-192] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6529. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Atchafalaya River, Morgan City, LA [COTP 
Morgan City-03-013] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6530. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-193] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6531. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 

Atchafalaya River, Eugene Island Sea Buoy 
to MM 119.8, Berwick, LA [COTP Morgan 
City-03-014] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6532. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Ohio 
River Mile Marker 11.8 to Mile Marker 12.2, 
Pittsburgh, PA [COTP Pittsburgh-03-023] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6533. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Dela-
ware Bay and River [CGD05-03-194] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6534. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Monongahela River Mile Marker 0.0 to Mile 
Marker 0.3, Pittsburgh, PA [COTP Pitts-
burgh-03-024] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6535. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Captain 
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of the Port Wilmington zone. [CGD05-03-170] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6536. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Alle-
gheny River Mile Marker 2.0 to Mile Marker 
4.0, Pittsburgh, PA [COTP Pittsburgh-03-025] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6537. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, VA. [CGD05-03-171] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6538. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Monongahela River Mile Marker 97.9 to Mile 
Marker 98.2, Star City, WV [COTP Pitts-
burgh-03-026] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6539. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, VA. [CGD05-03-172] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6540. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Monongahela River Mile Marker 97.9 to Mile 
Marker 98.2, Star City, WV [COTP Pitts-
burgh-03-027] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6541. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Monongahela River Mile Marker 97.9 to Mile 
Marker 98.2, Star City, WV [COTP Pitts-
burgh-03-028] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6542. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, VA. [CGD05-03-173] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6543. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Monongahela River Mile Marker 0.0 to Mile 
Marker 1.0, Pittsburgh, PA [COTP Pitts-
burgh-03-031] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6544. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Neches 
River, Beaumont, TX [COTP Port Arthur-03-
020] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 

2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6545. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-174] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6546. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Sabine 
and Neches Rivers, Beaumont, TX [COTP 
Port Arthur-03-023] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6547. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-176] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6548. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Colo-
rado River, Parker, AZ [COTP San Diego 03-
031] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6549. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-178] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6550. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Pacific 
Ocean, San Diego Bay, San Diego, CA [COTP 
San Diego 03-034] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6551. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety zone; Pa-
tapsco River, Northwest Harbor, Baltimore, 
Maryland [CGD05-03-179] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6552. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-197] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6553. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Patapsco River, Baltimore, 
Maryland [CGD05-03-198] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6554. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 

Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-182] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6555. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; North 
Landing River, Intracoastal Waterway, Vir-
ginia Beach, Virginia [CGD05-03-201] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6556. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-182] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6557. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-202] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6558. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-203] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6559. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Gulf In-
tracoastal Waterway, MM 134 WHL, Louisa, 
LA [COTP Morgan City-03-006] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6560. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Dela-
ware Bay and River [CGD05-03-208] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6561. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Bayou 
Penchant, Amelia, LA [COTP Morgan City-
03-008] (RIN: 1625 — AA00) received January 
23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6562. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-209] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6563. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-210] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6564. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
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Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-159] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6565. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-212] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6566. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Captain 
of the Port Wilmington zone. [CGD05-03-161] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6567. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; One 
Billion Dollar Party, Chicago, IL [CGD09-03-
250] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6568. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, VA. [CGD05-03-162] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6569. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Cap-
tain of the Port Detroit Zone, Renaissance 
Center [CGD09-03-279] (RIN: 2115-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6570. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Mag-
nificent Mile Festival of Lights, Chicago, IL 
[CGD09-03-281] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6571. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, VA. [CGD05-03-163] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6572. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety and Security 
Zone, Motor Vessel BOTHNIABORG, Lake 
Ontario and the Saint Lawrence Seaway, 
New York [CGD09-03-283] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6573. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, ELizabeth 
River, VA. [CGD05-03-164] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6574. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 

of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 2003 Od-
yssey Holiday Cruise, Chicago, IL [CGD09-03-
286] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6575. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulation; Connection Slough, Stock-
ton CA [CGD11-03-007] (RIN: 1625-AA09) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6576. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone Regu-
lations, Motor Vessels USNS SISLER (T-
AKR 311) and USNS SHUGHART (T-AKR 
295), Blair Waterway, Commencement Bay, 
Puget Sound, Washington [CGD13-03-037] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janaury 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6577. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zones: Co-
lumbia River Yacht Club Salvage Operation 
[CGD13-03-038] (RIN: 2115-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6578. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone Regu-
lations, Motor Vessel, WESTWARD VEN-
TURE, Sitcum Waterway, Commencement 
Bay, Puget Sound, Washington [CGD13-03-
039] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6579. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; San 
Francisco Bay, San Francisco, California 
[COTP San Francisco Bay 03-025] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6580. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; San 
Francisco Bay, San Pablo Bay, and 
Carquinez Strait, California [COTP San 
Francisco Bay 03-028] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6581. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chespeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-165] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6582. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; San 
Francisco Bay, California [COTP San Fran-
cisco Bay 03-031] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6583. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-

partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Sa-
vannah River, Savannah, GA [COTP Savan-
nah-03-157] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6584. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Bogue 
Sound, NC [CGD05-03-166] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6585. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Sa-
vannah River, Savannah, GA [COTP Savan-
nah-03-174] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6586. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia. 
[CGD05-03-169] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6587. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Charleston Harbor Christmas Parade of 
Boats, Charleston, SC. [COTP Charleston 03-
169] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6588. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Sa-
vannah River, Savannah, GA [COTP Savan-
nah-03-175] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6589. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Gulf In-
tracoastal Waterway Mile Marker 539, 
Ingleside, TX [COTP Corpus Christi-03-007] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6590. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Bogue 
Sound, NC [COTP Wilmington 03-151] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6591. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Corpus 
Christi Ship Channel, Port Aransas, TX 
[COTP Corpus Christi-03-008] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6592. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Bar 
Harbor, ME, M/V ACADIA CLIPPER Salvage 
[CGD01-03-109] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6593. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
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of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Centerport Yacht Club Fireworks, Hun-
tington, NY [CGD01-03-112] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6594. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Special Local Regu-
lations for Marine Events; Spa Creek, An-
napolis, MD [CGD05-03-132] (RIN: 1625-AA08) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6595. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; St. 
Johns River, MM 161.1, Volusia County, FL 
[COTP Jacksonville 03-146] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6596. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Virginia 
[CGD05-03-154] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Jan-
uary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6597. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Atlan-
tic Ocean, Jacksonville, FL [COTP Jackson-
ville 03-149] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Janu-
ary 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

6598. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations; Eastern Branch of the 
Elizabeth River, Norfolk, VA [CGD05-03-155] 
(RIN: 1625-AA09) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6599. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: York 
River, West Point, Virginia [CGD05-03-157] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6600. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Atlan-
tic Ocean, Daytona Beach, FL [COTP Jack-
sonville 03-156] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6601. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone: York 
River, West Point, Virginia [CGD05-03-157] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6602. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; St. 
Johns River, MM 161.1, Volusia County, FL 
[COTP Jacksonville 03-161] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6603. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; 
Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads, Elizabeth 
River, VA [CGD05-03-158] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6604. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Lake 
Eustis, Eustis, FL [COTP Jacksonville 03-
162] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6605. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; St. 
Johns River, Jacksonville, Florida [COTP 
Jacksonville 03-163] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6606. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; West 
Lake Tohopekaliga, Kissimmee, FL [COTP 
Jacksonville 03-164] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6607. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Lake 
Eustis, Eustis, FL [COTP Jacksonville 03-
170] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6608. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Water 
ski races Long Beach, CA [COTP Los Ange-
les-Long Beach 03-010] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6609. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Ohio 
River, Miles 602.0 to 606.0, Louisville, KY 
[COTP Louisville-03-012] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6610. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Ohio 
River, Miles 602.5 to 606.0, Louisville, KY 
[COTP Louisville-03-013] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

6611. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Lower 
Mississippi River Mile 600.0 to 604.0, Rose-
dale, MS [COTP Memphis-03-003] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6612. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Lower 
Mississippi River Mile 790.0 to 794.0, Osceola, 
AR [COTP Memphis-03-004] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 

U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6613. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Lower 
Mississippi River Mile 772.0 to 775.0, Osceola, 
AR [COTP Memphis-03-005] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 
received January 23, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6614. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Special Local Regu-
lations; Columbus Day Regatta, Biscayne 
Bay, Miami, Florida [COTP Miami 03-150] 
(RIN: 1625-AA08) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6615. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zones; Mov-
ing Security Zone, M/V FIRST LADY, Port 
of Miami, Miami, FL [COTP Miami 03-158] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

6616. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Security Zone; Boca 
Raton, Florida [COTP Miami 03-160] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received January 23, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

6617. A letter from the Administrator, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting a copy of the ‘‘Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration and National Air Traffic Con-
trollers Association Collective Bargaining 
Impasse Submission to Congress,’’ pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 40122(a); jointly to the Commit-
tees on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and Government Reform.

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the 
Judiciary. House Resolution 412. Resolution 
honoring the men and women of the Drug 
Enforcement Administration on the occasion 
of its 30th Anniversary (Rept. 108–409). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the 
Judiciary. House Resolution 56. Resolution 
supporting the goals of the Japanese Amer-
ican, German American, and Italian Amer-
ican communities in recognizing a National 
Day of Remembrance to increase public 
awareness of the events surrounding the re-
striction, exclusion, and internment of indi-
viduals and families during World War II 
(Rept. 108–410). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the 
Judiciary. House Resolution 3095. A bill to 
amend title 4, United States Code, to make 
sure the rules of etiquette for flying the flag 
of the United States do not preclude the fly-
ing of flags at half mast when ordered by 
city and local officials; with an amendment 
(Rept. 108–411). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mrs. MYRICK: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 513. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 3030) to amend the 
Community Service Block Grant Act to pro-
vide for quality improvements (Rept. 108–
412). Referred to the House Calendar. 
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Mr. GOSS: Permanent Select Committee 

on Intelligence. House Resolution 499. Reso-
lution requesting the President and directing 
the Secretary of State, the Secretary of De-
fense, and the Attorney General to transmit 
to the House of Representatives not later 
than 14 days after the date of the adoption of 
this resolution documents in the possession 
of the President and those officials relating 
to the disclosure of the identity and employ-
ment of Ms. Valerie Plame, adversely; (Rept. 
108–413 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia: Committee on 
Government Reform. Everything Secret De-
generates: The FBI’s Use of Murderers as In-
formants (Rept. 108–414). Referred to the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
[The following action occurred on January 31, 

2004] 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 

Committee on Agriculture discharged 
from further consideration. S. 523 was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union.

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker: 
[The following actions occurred on January 31, 

2004] 
H.R. 180. Referral to the Committee on 

Rules extended for a period ending not later 
than June 1, 2004. 

H.R. 1081. Referral to the Committees on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, Re-
sources, and House Administration extended 
for a period ending not later than April 2, 
2004. 

H.R. 1856. Referral to the Committees on 
Resources and Transportation and Infra-
structure extended for a period ending not 
later than April 2, 2004. 

H.R. 2120. Referral to the Committee on 
the Judiciary extended for a period ending 
not later than March 2, 2004.

H.R. 2802. Referral to the Committee on 
Government Reform extended for a period 
ending not later than March 2, 2004. 

H.R. 3358. Referral to the Committee on 
the Budget extended for a period ending not 
later than June 1, 2004. 

S. 1233. Referral to the Committee on the 
Judiciary extended for a period ending not 
later than March 2, 2004. 

[Submitted February 3, 2004] 
House Resolution 499. Referral to the Com-

mittees on Armed Services, International 
Relations, and the Judiciary extended for a 
period ending not later than February 27, 
2004.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER (for himself, 
Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. HALL, Mr. GOR-
DON, and Mr. LAMPSON): 

H.R. 3752. A bill to promote the develop-
ment of the emerging commercial human 
space flight industry, to extend the liability 
indemnification regime for the commercial 
space transportation industry, to authorize 
appropriations for the Office of the Associate 
Administrator for Commercial Space Trans-
portation, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Science. 

By Mr. HOEFFEL (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. FATTAH, 
Mr. GREENWOOD, and Mr. HOLDEN): 

H.R. 3753. A bill to provide for the restora-
tion of the Benjamin Franklin National Me-
morial, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself 
and Mr. BERMAN): 

H.R. 3754. A bill to provide additional civil 
and criminal remedies for domain name 
fraud; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. SCOTT 
of Georgia, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. NEY, Mr. 
TURNER of Ohio, Mr. GREEN of Wis-
consin, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
RENZI, Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, and 
Mr. CLAY): 

H.R. 3755. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development to insure 
zero-downpayment mortgages for one-unit 
residences; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Mr. 
RUSH): 

H.R. 3756. A bill to establish a National 
Commission on Digestive Diseases; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DEMINT (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, and Mr. BARRETT 
of South Carolina): 

H.R. 3757. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to permit States to carry out 
surface transportation program projects on 
local roads to address safety concerns; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. EMANUEL (for himself, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. 
ENGEL): 

H.R. 3758. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for an influ-
enza vaccine awareness campaign, ensure a 
sufficient influenza vaccine supply, and pre-
pare for an influenza pandemic or epidemic, 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
to encourage vaccine production capacity, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 
H.R. 3759. A bill to require a study on 

transforming America by reforming the Fed-
eral tax code through elimination of all Fed-
eral taxes on individuals and corporations 
and replacing the Federal tax code with a 
transaction fee-based system; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTTER (for himself and Mr. 
SIMPSON): 

H.R. 3760. A bill to extinguish the rever-
sionary interests and use restrictions relat-
ing to industrial use purposes for certain 
deeds in Nez Perce County, Idaho; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him-
self, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. CASE, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. CARTER, Mr. DUNCAN, 
Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. BEAUPREZ, Mr. 
HEFLEY, and Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 3761. A bill to establish the Program 
Reform Commission to review unnecessary 
Federal programs and make recommenda-
tions for termination, modification, or re-
tention of such programs, and to state the 
sense of the Congress that the Congress 
should promptly consider legislation that 
would make the changes in law necessary to 
implement the recommendations; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him-
self, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. CASE, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. CARTER, Mr. DUNCAN, 
Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. BEAUPREZ, Mr. 
HEFLEY, and Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 3762. A bill to establish the Corporate 
Subsidy Reform Commission to review in-
equitable Federal subsidies and make rec-
ommendations for termination, modifica-
tion, or retention of such subsidies, and to 
state the sense of the Congress that the Con-
gress should promptly consider legislation 
that would make the changes in law nec-
essary to implement the recommendations; 
to the Committee on Government Reform, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. CASTLE: 
H. Con. Res. 355. Concurrent resolution 

congratulating the University of Delaware 
men’s football team for winning the National 
Collegiate Athletic Association I-AA na-
tional championship; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Mr. TOM 
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. WYNN, Mr. WOLF, and 
Mr. CARDIN): 

H. Con. Res. 356. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that rates 
of compensation for civilian employees of 
the United States should be adjusted at the 
same time, and in the same proportion, as 
are rates of compensation for members of the 
uniformed services; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. KILDEE: 
H. Res. 510. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives with 
respect to free trade negotiations that could 
adversely impact the sugar industry of the 
United States; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Ms. WATSON (for herself, Mr. COX, 
Ms. HARMAN, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, and Ms. WATERS): 

H. Res. 511. A resolution recognizing the 
accomplishments of the University of South-
ern California’s football, women’s volleyball, 
and men’s water polo teams; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (for 
himself, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BASS, Mr. 
BRADLEY of New Hampshire, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is-
land, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEE-
HAN, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. 
OLVER, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. TIERNEY, 
and Mr. LARSON of Connecticut): 

H. Res. 512. A resolution congratulating 
the New England Patriots for winning Super 
Bowl XXXVIII; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE (for himself and Mr. 
DUNCAN): 

H. Res. 514. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that a 
day should be established as ‘‘National Tar-
tan Day’’ to recognize the outstanding 
achievements and contributions made by 
Scottish Americans to the United States; to 
the Committee on Government Reform.

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 19: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 36: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 111: Mr. BURNS. 
H.R. 331: Mr. GREEN of Texas and Mr. 

MCDERMOTT. 
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H.R. 391: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 432: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 466: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 527: Mr. GILLMOR. 
H.R. 584: Mr. GREEN of Texas and Mr. BURR. 
H.R. 717: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 847: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 857: Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 891: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 

GUTIERREZ, and Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 976: Mr. VITTER. 
H.R. 1102: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 1117: Mr. PENCE, Mrs. BLACKBURN, and 

Mr. HAYES.
H.R. 1118: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 1125: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 1155: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

KENNEDY of Rhode Island. 
H.R. 1160: Mr. NETHERCUTT. 
H.R. 1179: Mrs. BIGGERT and Mr. GREEN of 

Texas. 
H.R. 1227: Mr. COX, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. COLE, 

and Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 1231: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1267: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 1285: Mr. MATHESON. 
H.R. 1294: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1321: Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 
H.R. 1323: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 1336: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. EMANUEL, and 

Mr. BLUNT. 
H.R. 1400: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 1478: Mr. MANZULLO and Mr. ACEVEDO-

VILA. 
H.R. 1513: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 

GOODE, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, and Mr. 
BURR. 

H.R. 1534: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1563: Mr. ENGEL, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. 

ACEVEDO-VILA, and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1615: Mr. GREENWOOD. 
H.R. 1653: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hamsphire. 
H.R. 1657: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 1684: Mr. WYNN, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. 

CAPUANO, Ms. DELAURO, and Mr. BALLANCE.
H.R. 1726: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. 
H.R. 1749: Mr. MORAN of Kansas and Mr. 

SIMPSON.
H.R. 1818: Mr. BOEHLERT and Mr. 

CUMMINGS.
H.R. 1849: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas and Mrs. NAPOLITANO.
H.R. 1930: Mr. MEEHAN and Mr. OLVER.
H.R. 2011: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. UDALL of Col-

orado. 
H.R. 2037: Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri and 

Mr. RANGEL.
H.R. 2071: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. 

GRIJALVA.
H.R. 2131: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BARTON of 

Texas, Mr. BEAUPREZ, Mr BILIRAKIS, Mr. 
BURNS, Mr. CARTER, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. GREENWOOD, 
Ms. HART, Mr. HERGER, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. 
HOBSON, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr. HULSHOF, Mrs. 
KELLY, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. MCHUGH, 
Mr. MICA, Mr. PITTS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
NEY, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. OWENS, 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. PETRI, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. 
QUINN, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. 
REGULA, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. SCHROCK, Mr. 
SHERWOOD, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. SMITH of Michi-
gan, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. 
TANCREDO, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. WALDEN of 
Oregon, Mr. WALSH, Mr. WAMP, Mr. BARRETT 
of South Carolina, Mr. COLE, Mr. BOEHLERT, 
Mr. BAIRD, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. HOYER, Mr. JOHN, 
Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. HILL, Mr. WATT, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. 
MALONEY, Mr. STENHOLM, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Mr. DICKS, Mr. MOORE, Ms. WATERS, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 

DOOLEY of California, Mr. TAYLOR of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 
CASE, Mr. FORD, Mr. TURNER of Texas, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. MICHAUD, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. EDWARDS, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. GEPHARDT, Mr. 
ISSA, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. CRANE, Mr. GILLMOR, 
Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. GOODE, Ms. KILPATRICK, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mr. KELLER, Mr. SHAW, Mr. MAN-
ZULLO, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. HOEKSTRA, 
Mr. HALL, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. MEEK of Florida, 
Mr. WU, and Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 2262: Mr. SCHIFF and Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 2394: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 2582: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 2665: Ms. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2671: Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. PETERSON of 

Pennsylvania, and Ms. HARRIS. 
H.R. 2768: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. BELL, Mr. 

FOLEY, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. STENHOLM, 
Mr. KIRK, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CANNON, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. FORD, Mr. OTTER, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
WEXLER, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. GUTKNECHT, and 
Mr. OLVER. 

H.R. 2797: Mr. ISAKSON. 
H.R. 2823: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. SPRATT.
H.R. 2853: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 2863: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. DEFAZIO, 

and Mr. ENGLISH. 
H.R. 2885: Mr. WAMP. 
H.R. 2959: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 2969: Ms. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2983: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. KENNEDY of 

Rhode Island, and Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 2997: Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Ms. NOR-

TON, and Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 3042: Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 3069: Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 3075: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 3090: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 3178: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 

BAIRD, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 3180: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 3192: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Ms. 

BORDALLO. 
H.R. 3238: Ms. KILPATRICK, Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN, and Ms. CORRINE BROWN of 
Florida. 

H.R. 3242: Mr. BACA and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3244: Mr. WATT and Mr. RUPPERS-

BERGER. 
H.R. 3246: Mr. COLLINS. 
H.R. 3281: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 
H.R. 3310: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

and Mr. DEMINT. 
H.R. 3350: Mr. EMANUEL. 
H.R. 3352: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. LANTOS, and 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
H.R. 3377: Mr. TOWNS and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3386: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. MEEKS of New 

York, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Ms. KIL-
PATRICK. 

H.R. 3424: Mr. GONZALEZ and Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado. 

H.R. 3425: Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 3444: Mr. FILNER and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 3453: Mr. GINGREY. 
H.R. 3460: Mr. SOUDER, Mr. RAMSTAD, and 

Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 3473: Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. 

RENZI, and Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 3474: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. PLATTS, Ms. 

PELOSI, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. MIL-
LER of North Carolina, and Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut. 

H.R. 3480: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, and Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 3484: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 3507: Mr. FILNER and Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 3509: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3528: Mr. WEINER, Mr. SIMMONS, and 

Mr. STARK. 

H.R. 3550: Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. BACA, Mr. 
DOYLE, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. ENGLISH, 
and Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 3582: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 3619: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 3658: Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Ms. 

WOOLSEY, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. 
ISSA, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. BURNS. 

H.R. 3662: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 3667: Mr. GIBBONS. 
H.R. 3687: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. 
CALVERT. 

H.R. 3704: Mr. DEMINT. 
H.R. 3707: Mr. FILNER, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. 

BOSWELL, Mr. CLAY, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. 
SABO, Mr. DEUTSCH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. TAY-
LOR of Mississippi, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. OWENS, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 
MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. STARK, Ms. 
MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr. STENHOLM, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
CARDOZA, and Mr. TURNER of Texas. 

H.R. 3708: Mr. TOWNS and Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA. 

H.R. 3713: Mr. HYDE, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. 
WELLER, Mr. EVANS, Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. 
RUSH. 

H.R. 3717: Mr. FORBES, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. 
NETHERCUTT, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. 
DEAL of Georgia, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. SPRATT, 
Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. GREEN of Wis-
consin, Mr. HAYES, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. TIAHRT, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. TURNER 
of Texas, Mr. LINDER, Mr. ROGERS of Ala-
bama, Mr. BERRY, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of Minnesota, and Mr. CALVERT. 

H.R. 3719: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. SABO, 
Mr. DEUTSCH, Ms. HARMAN, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. JACKSON of 
Illinois, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. BELL, Mr. FILNER, Mr. BAIRD, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. KUCINICH, Mrs. MALONEY, 
Mr. DOGGETT, and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 3728: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. 
DELAHUNT.

H.R. 3731: Ms. HART, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. RUPPERSBER-
GER, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. CARDOZA, Ms. CARSON 
of Indiana, Mr. DAVIS of Florida, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. FARR, Mr. FROST, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. GORDON, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. LUCAS 
of Kentucky, Mrs. MALONEY, MR. MICHAUD, 
Mr. ROSS, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SHAYS, 
Ms. SOLIS, Mr. STENHOLM, MR. THOMPSON 
California, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN.

H.R. 3745: Mr. EHLERS. 
H.J. Res. 84: Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. HALL, Mr. 

REGULA, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. BARTON of 
Texas, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.J. Res. 87: Mr. OBEY, Mr. WATSON, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. REYES, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mrs. MALONEY, 
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. FILNER, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. FORD, Ms. MCCARTHY of Mis-
souri, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
DICKS, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. LEE, and Mr. BROWN of 
Ohio 

H. Con. Res. 111: Mr. PAYNE.
H. Con. Res. 218: Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. PAYNE, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, and Mr. 
STEARNS.

H. Con. Res. 247: Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. 
H. Con. Res. 254: Mr. HOLT.
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H. Con. Res. 310: Mr. SHIMKUS and Mr. 

HOSTETTLER.
H. Con. Res. 324: Mr. BILIRAKIS.
H. Con. Res. 327: Mr. KUCINICH, Mrs. 

MALONEY, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. SANDERS. 
H. Con. Res. 332: Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. 

MATHESON, Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, 
Mr. COOPER, Ms. MAJETTE, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
Mr. BASS, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, and Mr. 
SAXTON. 

H. Con. Res. 343: Mr. WU, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. LYNCH, and Ms. PELOSI. 

H. Res. 157: Mr. WEINER and Mr. LEACH. 
H. Res. 241: Mr. ENGEL. 
H. Res. 291: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. SABO. 
H. Res. 402: Mr. WHITFIELD. 
H. Res. 480: Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. 

HOLT, and Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri. 
H. Res. 481: Mr. NEY. 
H. Res. 482: Mrs. NORTHUP. 
H. Res. 500: Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. BEREUTER, 

Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. SHADEGG, and Mr. OSBORNE, 
H. Res. 507: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. ETHERIDGE, 

Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
EDWARDS, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. BONNER, 
Mr. FROST, Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. TURNER of 
Texas, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
PORTER.

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII proposed 
amendments were submitted as fol-
lows:

H.R. 3030

OFFERED BY: MR. SCOTT OF VIRGINIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 12, after line 22, in-
sert the following (and make such technical 
and conforming changes as may be appro-
priate):

(j) NONDISCRIMINATION.—Section 678F(c)(1) 
of the Community Services Block Grant Act 
(42 U.S.C. 9918(c)(1)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘religion,’’ after ‘‘color,’’. 

(k) EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES.—Section 
679(b) of the Community Services Block 
Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9920(b)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3). 

H.R. 3030

OFFERED BY: MR. SCOTT OF VIRGINIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 12, after line 22, in-
sert the following (and make such technical 
and conforming changes as may be appro-
priate):
‘‘(j) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS; VOLUN-
TARINESS.—Section 679(c) of the Community 
Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9920(c)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘‘If the religious organization offers such an 
activity, it shall be voluntary for the indi-
viduals receiving services and offered sepa-
rate from the program funded under sub-
section (a). A certificate shall be separately 
signed by religious organizations, and filed 
with the government agency that disburses 
the funds, certifying that the organization is 
aware of and will comply with this sub-
section.’’.

H.R. 3030

OFFERED BY: MR. GEORGE MILLER OF 
CALIFORNIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 3: Strike all after the en-
acting clause and insert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Improving 
the Community Services Block Grant Act of 
2003’’. 

SEC. 2. COMMUNITY SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 
ACT AMENDMENTS. 

(a) PURPOSES AND GOALS.—Section 672 of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9901 note) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 
‘‘SEC. 672 PURPOSES AND GOALS. 

‘‘The purpose of this subtitle is to reduce 
poverty—

‘‘(1) by strengthening and coordinating 
local efforts to expand opportunities for indi-
viduals and families to become economically 
self-sufficient and to improve and revitalize 
low-income communities in urban and rural 
areas, by providing resources to States for 
support of local eligible entities, including 
community action agencies and other com-
munity-based organizations—

‘‘(A) to plan, coordinate, and mobilize a 
broad range of Federal, State, local, and pri-
vate assistance or investment in such a man-
ner as to use these resources effectively to 
reduce poverty and in initiatives that are re-
sponsive to specific local needs and condi-
tions; 

‘‘(B) to coordinate a range of services that 
meet the needs of low-income families and 
individuals, that support strong and healthy 
families, and that assist them in developing 
the skills needed to become self sustaining 
while ensuring that these services are pro-
vided effectively and efficiently; and 

‘‘(C) to design and implement comprehen-
sive approaches to assist eligible individuals 
in gaining employment and achieving eco-
nomic self-sufficiency; 

‘‘(2) by improving and revitalizing the low-
income communities in urban and rural 
areas by providing resources to States for 
support of local eligible entities and their 
partners—

‘‘(A) to broaden the resource base of initia-
tives and projects directed to the elimi-
nation of poverty and the redevelopment of 
the low-income community, including part-
nerships with nongovernmental and govern-
mental institutions to develop the commu-
nity assets and services that reduce poverty, 
such as—

‘‘(i) other private, religious, charitable, 
and community-based organizations; 

‘‘(ii) individual citizens, and business, 
labor, and professional groups, that are able 
to influence the quantity and quality of op-
portunities and services for the poor; and 

‘‘(iii) local government leadership; and 
‘‘(B) to coordinate community-wide re-

sources and services that will have a signifi-
cant, measurable impact on the causes of 
poverty in the community and that will help 
families and individuals to achieve economic 
self-sufficiency and to test innovative, com-
munity-based approaches to attacking the 
causes and effects of poverty and of commu-
nity breakdown, including— 

‘‘(i) innovative initiatives to prevent and 
reverse loss of investment, jobs, public serv-
ices, and infrastructure in low- and mod-
erate-income communities; and 

‘‘(ii) innovative partnerships to leverage 
the assets and services that reduce poverty, 
as provided in subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(3) by ensuring maximum participation of 
residents of low-income communities and of 
members of the groups served by grants 
made under this subtitle in guiding the eligi-
ble entities and in their programs funded 
under this subtitle, to ameliorate the par-
ticular problems and needs of low-income 
residents and to develop the permanent so-
cial and economic assets of the low-income 
community in order to reduce the incidence 
of poverty.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 673(1)(A) of the 
Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9902(1)(A)) is amended—

(1) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (ii) by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) that successfully develops and meets 

the locally determined goals described in 
section 678E(b)(1), as determined by the 
State, and meets State goals, standards, and 
performance requirements as provided for in 
section 678B(a).’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 674 of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9903) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘1999 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 through 
2009’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)—
(A) by striking ‘‘678F’’ and inserting ‘‘678E 

to assist States, eligible entities, and their 
partners in projects supported by this sub-
title’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘moni-
toring (to correct programmatic deficiencies 
of eligible entities)’’ and inserting ‘‘moni-
toring (including technical assistance and 
training to correct programmatic defi-
ciencies of eligible entities)’’. 

(d) USES OF FUNDS.—Section 675C of the 
Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9907) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3)(A) by striking ‘‘Be-
ginning on October 1, 2000, a’’ and inserting 
‘‘A’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(F) by striking 
‘‘neighborhood-based’’ and inserting ‘‘com-
munity-based’’. 

(e) APPLICATION AND PLAN.—Section 676 of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9908) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘Beginning with fiscal year 

2000, to’’ and inserting ‘‘To’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in subparagraph (B)—
(I) by striking ‘‘youth development pro-

grams that support’’ and inserting ‘‘youth 
development programs, which may include 
mentoring programs, that support’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C) by adding ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) initiatives to improve economic con-

ditions and mobilize new resources in rural 
areas to eliminate obstacles to the self-suffi-
ciency of families and individuals in rural 
communities;’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘commu-
nity and neighborhood-based’’ and inserting 
‘‘community-based’’; 

(D) in paragraph (3)—
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A) by striking ‘‘information provided by eli-
gible entities in the State, containing’’ and 
inserting ‘‘an assurance that the State will 
provide information, including’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D) by striking ‘‘com-
munity and neighborhood-based’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘community-based’’; 

(E) in paragraph (9) by striking ‘‘and com-
munity organizations’’ and inserting ‘‘and 
community-based organizations’’; 

(F) in paragraph (10) by striking ‘‘commu-
nity organization’’ and inserting ‘‘commu-
nity-based organization’’; 

(G) in paragraph (12) by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(H) by redesignating paragraph (13) as 
paragraph (15); and 

(I) by inserting after paragraph (12) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(13) an assurance that the State will take 
swift action to improve performance or, 
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when appropriate, to terminate the funding 
under this subtitle of low-performing eligible 
entities that do not meet the applicable lo-
cally determined goals described in section 
678E(b)(1) or do not meet the State goals, 
standards, and requirements as provided for 
in section 678B(a); 

‘‘(14) an assurance that the State will pro-
vide a justification to the Secretary if it 
continues to fund persistently low-per-
forming eligible entities; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(2) by striking ‘‘plan, 
or’’ and all that follows through the period 
at the end, and inserting ‘‘plan, to meet a 
State requirement, as described in section 
678C(a), or to meet the locally determined 
goals as described in section 678E(b)(1).’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (f). 
(f) TRAINING, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, AND 

OTHER ACTIVITIES.—Section 678A(a)(1)(A) of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9913(a)(1)(A)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘dissemination regarding 
best practices,’’ after ‘‘technical assist-
ance,’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘(including to assist in the 
development of reporting systems and elec-
tronic data systems)’’ after ‘‘collection ac-
tivities’’. 

(g) MONITORING OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—
Section 678B of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9914) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) 

by inserting ‘‘and the locally determined 
performance goals described in section 
678E(b)(1)’’ after ‘‘a State’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘appropriate’’ before 

‘‘goals’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘established by the State’’; 

and 
(2) in the last sentence of subsection (c) by 

striking ‘‘Chairperson of the Committee on 
Education’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘Human Resources of the Senate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’. 

(h) CORRECTIVE ACTION; TERMINATION AND 
REDUCTION OF FUNDING.—Section 678C(a) of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9915(a)) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘established 
by the State’’. 

(i) ACCOUNTABILITY AND REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Section 678E of the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 
9917) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (1)(A) by striking ‘‘By Oc-

tober 1, 2001, each’’ and inserting ‘‘Each’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in the 1st sentence by inserting ‘‘includ-

ing any activities under section 678C’’ before 
the period at the end; 

(ii) by striking the 2d sentence; 
(iii) in the 3d sentence by striking ‘‘also’’; 

and 
(iv) in the 3d sentence by inserting ‘‘infor-

mation on the timeliness of the distribution 
of block grant funds to eligible entities as 
provided in section 675C(a),’’ after ‘‘includ-
ing’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (2) in the matter pre-

ceding subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘begin-
ning after September 30, 1999’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘Com-
mittee on Education’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘Human Resources of the Senate’’ 
and inserting ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’; 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) COORDINATION OF REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENTS.—To the maximum extent possible, 
the Secretary shall coordinate reporting re-

quirements for all programs of the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services man-
aged by eligible entities so as to consolidate 
and reduce the number of reports required 
about individuals, families, and uses of grant 
funds.’’; and 

(D) by redesignating such subsection as 
subsection (c); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) LOCAL ACCOUNTABILITY AND REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS.—

‘‘(1) LOCALLY DETERMINED GOALS.—In order 
to be designated as an eligible entity and to 
receive a grant under this subtitle, an eligi-
ble entity shall establish locally determined 
goals for reducing poverty in the commu-
nity, including goals for—

‘‘(A) leveraging and mobilizing community 
resources; 

‘‘(B) fostering coordination of Federal, 
State, local, private, and other assistance; 
and 

‘‘(C) promoting community involvement. 
‘‘(2) DEMONSTRATION THAT GOALS WERE 

MET.—In order for an eligible entity to re-
ceive a second or subsequent grant made 
under this subtitle after the effective date of 
this paragraph, such entity shall dem-
onstrate to the State that it has met the 
goals described in paragraph (1).’’.

(j) NONDISCRIMINATION.—Section 678F(c)(1) 
of the Community Services Block Grant Act 
(42 U.S.C. 9918(c)(1)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘religion,’’ after ‘‘color,’’. 

(k) TREATMENT OF BENEFICIARIES.—Section 
679 of the Community Services Block Grant 
Act (42 U.S.C. 9920) is amended to read as fol-
lows:
‘‘SEC. 679. OPERATIONAL RULE. 

‘‘(a) RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATIONS INCLUDED AS 
NONGOVERNMENTAL PROVIDERS.—For any pro-
gram carried out by the Federal Govern-
ment, or by a State or local government 
under this subtitle, the government shall 
consider, on the same basis as other non-
governmental organizations, religious orga-
nizations to provide the assistance under the 
program, so long as the program is imple-
mented in a manner consistent with the Es-
tablishment Clause of the first amendment 
to the Constitution. Neither the Federal 
Government nor a State or local government 
receiving funds under this subtitle shall dis-
criminate against an organization that pro-
vides assistance under, or applies to provide 
assistance under, this subtitle, on the basis 
that the organization has a religious char-
acter. 

‘‘(b) RELIGIOUS CHARACTER AND INDEPEND-
ENCE.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A religious organization 
that provides assistance under a program de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall retain its reli-
gious character and control over the defini-
tion, development, practice, and expression 
of its religious beliefs. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL SAFEGUARDS.—Neither the 
Federal Government nor a State or local 
government shall require a religious organi-
zation—

‘‘(A) to alter its form of internal govern-
ance, except (for purposes of administration 
of the community services block grant pro-
gram) as provided in section 676B; or 

‘‘(B) to remove religious art, icons, scrip-
ture, or other symbols; 
in order to be eligible to provide assistance 
under a program described in subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
CERTAIN PURPOSES.—No funds provided di-
rectly to a religious organization to provide 
assistance under any program described in 
subsection (a) shall be expended for sectarian 
worship, instruction, or proselytization. 

‘‘(d) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), any religious organization 

providing assistance under any program de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be subject to 
the same regulations as other nongovern-
mental organizations to account in accord 
with generally accepted accounting prin-
ciples for the use of such funds provided 
under such program. 

‘‘(2) LIMITED AUDIT.—Such organization 
shall segregate government funds provided 
under such program into a separate account. 
Only the government funds shall be subject 
to audit by the government. 

‘‘(e) TREATMENT OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES AND 
OTHER INTERMEDIATE ORGANIZATIONS.—If an 
eligible entity or other organization (re-
ferred to in this subsection as an ‘‘inter-
mediate organization’’), acting under a con-
tract, or grant or other agreement, with the 
Federal Government or a State or local gov-
ernment, is given the authority under the 
contract or agreement to select nongovern-
mental organizations to provide assistance 
under the programs described in subsection 
(a), the intermediate organization shall have 
the same duties under this section as the 
government. 

‘‘(f) TREATMENT OF BENEFICIARIES.—In pro-
viding assistance under a program described 
in subsection (a), a religious organization 
shall not discriminate against a beneficiary, 
or a potential beneficiary, of such assistance 
on the basis of religion or of a religious be-
lief. 

‘‘(g) OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this section, 
each entity that carries out a program, or 
provides assistance, under this subtitle shall 
carry out such program, or shall provide 
such assistance, in a lawful and secular man-
ner.’’. 

(l) DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY OF SEC-
RETARY.—Section 680 of the Community 
Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9921) is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (A) by inserting ‘‘(in-

cluding financial assistance for construction 
or substantial rehabilitation of buildings and 
facilities, and for loans or investments in 
private business enterprises owned by com-
munity development corporations)’’ after 
‘‘assistance’’; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (B), 
(C), (D), and (E) as subparagraphs (D), (E), 
(F), and (G), respectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) 
the following: 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL INTEREST.—The Secretary 
shall establish procedures that permit funds 
provided under a grant made under this para-
graph, or intangible assets acquired with 
such funds, to become the sole property of 
the grantee before the expiration of the 12-
year period beginning after the fiscal year 
for which such grant is made if such grantee 
agrees to use such funds or such property for 
purposes and uses consistent with the pur-
poses and uses for which such grant is made. 

‘‘(C) REPLACEMENT ACTIVITIES.—The Sec-
retary shall establish procedures to allow a 
grant made under this paragraph to be used 
by a grantee to carry out activities substan-
tially similar to the activities for which such 
grant is made if, due to no fault of such 
grantee, such grantee cannot carry out the 
activities for which such grant is made. Such 
procedures shall require that the substan-
tially similar activities serve the same im-
pact area and have the same goals, objec-
tives, and outcomes as the activities for 
which such grant is made.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3)(B) by inserting ‘‘water 
and wastewater’’ after ‘‘community’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (4) by striking ‘‘neighbor-
hood-based’’ and inserting ‘‘community-
based’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c) by striking ‘‘Chair-
person of the Committee on Education’’ and 
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all that follows through ‘‘Human Resources 
of the Senate’’ and inserting ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees’’. 

(m) COMMUNITY FOOD AND NUTRITION PRO-
GRAMS.—Section 681 of the Community Serv-
ices Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9922) is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (c) in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘Committee 
on Education’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘Human Resources of the Senate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d) by striking ‘‘1999 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 through 
2009’’. 

(n) NATIONAL OR REGIONAL PROGRAMS DE-
SIGNED TO PROVIDE INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVI-
TIES FOR LOW-INCOME YOUTH.—Section 682 of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9923) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(5)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(which may be accom-

plished through mentoring)’’ after ‘‘youth’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘to improve academic 
achievement’’ after ‘‘study practices’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g) by striking ‘‘1999 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 through 
2009’’. 
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act shall take effect on the 1st day of 
the 1st fiscal year beginning after the date of 
the enactment of this Act.

H.R. 3030
OFFERED BY: MS. WOOLSEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 4: Strike all after the en-
acting clause and insert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Improving 

the Community Services Block Grant Act of 
2003’’. 
SEC. 2. COMMUNITY SERVICES BLOCK GRANT 

ACT AMENDMENTS. 
(a) PURPOSES AND GOALS.—Section 672 of 

the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9901 note) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 
‘‘SEC. 672 PURPOSES AND GOALS. 

‘‘The purpose of this subtitle is to reduce 
poverty—

‘‘(1) by strengthening and coordinating 
local efforts to expand opportunities for indi-
viduals and families to become economically 
self-sufficient and to improve and revitalize 
low-income communities in urban and rural 
areas, by providing resources to States for 
support of local eligible entities, including 
community action agencies and other com-
munity-based organizations—

‘‘(A) to plan, coordinate, and mobilize a 
broad range of Federal, State, local, and pri-
vate assistance or investment in such a man-
ner as to use these resources effectively to 
reduce poverty and in initiatives that are re-
sponsive to specific local needs and condi-
tions; 

‘‘(B) to coordinate a range of services that 
meet the needs of low-income families and 
individuals, that support strong and healthy 
families, and that assist them in developing 
the skills needed to become self sustaining 
while ensuring that these services are pro-
vided effectively and efficiently; and 

‘‘(C) to design and implement comprehen-
sive approaches to assist eligible individuals 
in gaining employment and achieving eco-
nomic self-sufficiency; 

‘‘(2) by improving and revitalizing the low-
income communities in urban and rural 
areas by providing resources to States for 
support of local eligible entities and their 
partners—

‘‘(A) to broaden the resource base of initia-
tives and projects directed to the elimi-

nation of poverty and the redevelopment of 
the low-income community, including part-
nerships with nongovernmental and govern-
mental institutions to develop the commu-
nity assets and services that reduce poverty, 
such as—

‘‘(i) other private, religious, charitable, 
and community-based organizations; 

‘‘(ii) individual citizens, and business, 
labor, and professional groups, that are able 
to influence the quantity and quality of op-
portunities and services for the poor; and 

‘‘(iii) local government leadership; and 
‘‘(B) to coordinate community-wide re-

sources and services that will have a signifi-
cant, measurable impact on the causes of 
poverty in the community and that will help 
families and individuals to achieve economic 
self-sufficiency and to test innovative, com-
munity-based approaches to attacking the 
causes and effects of poverty and of commu-
nity breakdown, including— 

‘‘(i) innovative initiatives to prevent and 
reverse loss of investment, jobs, public serv-
ices, and infrastructure in low- and mod-
erate-income communities; and 

‘‘(ii) innovative partnerships to leverage 
the assets and services that reduce poverty, 
as provided in subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(3) by ensuring maximum participation of 
residents of low-income communities and of 
members of the groups served by grants 
made under this subtitle in guiding the eligi-
ble entities and in their programs funded 
under this subtitle, to ameliorate the par-
ticular problems and needs of low-income 
residents and to develop the permanent so-
cial and economic assets of the low-income 
community in order to reduce the incidence 
of poverty.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 673(1)(A) of the 
Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9902(1)(A)) is amended—

(1) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (ii) by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) that successfully develops and meets 

the locally determined goals described in 
section 678E(b)(1), as determined by the 
State, and meets State goals, standards, and 
performance requirements as provided for in 
section 678B(a).’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 674 of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9903) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘1999 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 through 
2009’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)—
(A) by striking ‘‘678F’’ and inserting ‘‘678E 

to assist States, eligible entities, and their 
partners in projects supported by this sub-
title’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘moni-
toring (to correct programmatic deficiencies 
of eligible entities)’’ and inserting ‘‘moni-
toring (including technical assistance and 
training to correct programmatic defi-
ciencies of eligible entities)’’. 

(d) USES OF FUNDS.—Section 675C of the 
Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9907) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3)(A) by striking ‘‘Be-
ginning on October 1, 2000, a’’ and inserting 
‘‘A’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(F) by striking 
‘‘neighborhood-based’’ and inserting ‘‘com-
munity-based’’. 

(e) APPLICATION AND PLAN.—Section 676 of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9908) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘Beginning with fiscal year 

2000, to’’ and inserting ‘‘To’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (B)—
(I) by striking ‘‘youth development pro-

grams that support’’ and inserting ‘‘youth 
development programs, which may include 
mentoring programs, that support’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C) by adding ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) initiatives to improve economic con-

ditions and mobilize new resources in rural 
areas to eliminate obstacles to the self-suffi-
ciency of families and individuals in rural 
communities;’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘commu-
nity and neighborhood-based’’ and inserting 
‘‘community-based’’; 

(D) in paragraph (3)—
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A) by striking ‘‘information provided by eli-
gible entities in the State, containing’’ and 
inserting ‘‘an assurance that the State will 
provide information, including’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D) by striking ‘‘com-
munity and neighborhood-based’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘community-based’’; 

(E) in paragraph (9) by striking ‘‘and com-
munity organizations’’ and inserting ‘‘and 
community-based organizations’’; 

(F) in paragraph (10) by striking ‘‘commu-
nity organization’’ and inserting ‘‘commu-
nity-based organization’’; 

(G) in paragraph (12) by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(H) by redesignating paragraph (13) as 
paragraph (15); and 

(I) by inserting after paragraph (12) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(13) an assurance that the State will take 
swift action to improve performance or, 
when appropriate, to terminate the funding 
under this subtitle of low-performing eligible 
entities that do not meet the applicable lo-
cally determined goals described in section 
678E(b)(1) or do not meet the State goals, 
standards, and requirements as provided for 
in section 678B(a); 

‘‘(14) an assurance that the State will pro-
vide a justification to the Secretary if it 
continues to fund persistently low-per-
forming eligible entities; and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(2) by striking ‘‘plan, 
or’’ and all that follows through the period 
at the end, and inserting ‘‘plan, to meet a 
State requirement, as described in section 
678C(a), or to meet the locally determined 
goals as described in section 678E(b)(1).’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (f). 

(f) TRAINING, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, AND 
OTHER ACTIVITIES.—Section 678A(a)(1)(A) of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9913(a)(1)(A)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘dissemination regarding 
best practices,’’ after ‘‘technical assist-
ance,’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘(including to assist in the 
development of reporting systems and elec-
tronic data systems)’’ after ‘‘collection ac-
tivities’’. 

(g) MONITORING OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—
Section 678B of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9914) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) 

by inserting ‘‘and the locally determined 
performance goals described in section 
678E(b)(1)’’ after ‘‘a State’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘appropriate’’ before 

‘‘goals’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘established by the State’’; 

and 
(2) in the last sentence of subsection (c) by 

striking ‘‘Chairperson of the Committee on 
Education’’ and all that follows through 

VerDate jul 14 2003 05:10 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03FE7.059 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH308 February 3, 2004
‘‘Human Resources of the Senate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’. 

(h) CORRECTIVE ACTION; TERMINATION AND 
REDUCTION OF FUNDING.—Section 678C(a) of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9915(a)) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘established 
by the State’’. 

(i) ACCOUNTABILITY AND REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Section 678E of the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 
9917) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (1)(A) by striking ‘‘By Oc-

tober 1, 2001, each’’ and inserting ‘‘Each’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in the 1st sentence by inserting ‘‘includ-

ing any activities under section 678C’’ before 
the period at the end; 

(ii) by striking the 2d sentence; 
(iii) in the 3d sentence by striking ‘‘also’’; 

and 
(iv) in the 3d sentence by inserting ‘‘infor-

mation on the timeliness of the distribution 
of block grant funds to eligible entities as 
provided in section 675C(a),’’ after ‘‘includ-
ing’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (2) in the matter pre-

ceding subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘begin-
ning after September 30, 1999’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘Com-
mittee on Education’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘Human Resources of the Senate’’ 
and inserting ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’; 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) COORDINATION OF REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENTS.—To the maximum extent possible, 
the Secretary shall coordinate reporting re-
quirements for all programs of the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services man-
aged by eligible entities so as to consolidate 
and reduce the number of reports required 
about individuals, families, and uses of grant 
funds.’’; and 

(D) by redesignating such subsection as 
subsection (c); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) LOCAL ACCOUNTABILITY AND REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS.—

‘‘(1) LOCALLY DETERMINED GOALS.—In order 
to be designated as an eligible entity and to 
receive a grant under this subtitle, an eligi-
ble entity shall establish locally determined 
goals for reducing poverty in the commu-
nity, including goals for—

‘‘(A) leveraging and mobilizing community 
resources; 

‘‘(B) fostering coordination of Federal, 
State, local, private, and other assistance; 
and 

‘‘(C) promoting community involvement. 
‘‘(2) DEMONSTRATION THAT GOALS WERE 

MET.—In order for an eligible entity to re-
ceive a second or subsequent grant made 
under this subtitle after the effective date of 
this paragraph, such entity shall dem-
onstrate to the State that it has met the 
goals described in paragraph (1).’’.

(j) NONDISCRIMINATION.—Section 678F(c)(1) 
of the Community Services Block Grant Act 
(42 U.S.C. 9918(c)(1)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘religion,’’ after ‘‘color,’’. 

(k) TREATMENT OF BENEFICIARIES.—Section 
679 of the Community Services Block Grant 
Act (42 U.S.C. 9920) is amended to read as fol-
lows:
‘‘SEC. 679. OPERATIONAL RULE. 

‘‘(a) RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATIONS INCLUDED AS 
NONGOVERNMENTAL PROVIDERS.—For any pro-
gram carried out by the Federal Govern-
ment, or by a State or local government 
under this subtitle, the government shall 

consider, on the same basis as other non-
governmental organizations, religious orga-
nizations to provide the assistance under the 
program, so long as the program is imple-
mented in a manner consistent with the Es-
tablishment Clause of the first amendment 
to the Constitution. Neither the Federal 
Government nor a State or local government 
receiving funds under this subtitle shall dis-
criminate against an organization that pro-
vides assistance under, or applies to provide 
assistance under, this subtitle, on the basis 
that the organization has a religious char-
acter. 

‘‘(b) RELIGIOUS CHARACTER AND INDEPEND-
ENCE.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A religious organization 
that provides assistance under a program de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall retain its reli-
gious character and control over the defini-
tion, development, practice, and expression 
of its religious beliefs. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL SAFEGUARDS.—Neither the 
Federal Government nor a State or local 
government shall require a religious organi-
zation—

‘‘(A) to alter its form of internal govern-
ance, except (for purposes of administration 
of the community services block grant pro-
gram) as provided in section 676B; or 

‘‘(B) to remove religious art, icons, scrip-
ture, or other symbols; 
in order to be eligible to provide assistance 
under a program described in subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
CERTAIN PURPOSES.—No funds provided di-
rectly to a religious organization to provide 
assistance under any program described in 
subsection (a) shall be expended for sectarian 
worship, instruction, or proselytization. 

‘‘(d) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), any religious organization 
providing assistance under any program de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall be subject to 
the same regulations as other nongovern-
mental organizations to account in accord 
with generally accepted accounting prin-
ciples for the use of such funds provided 
under such program. 

‘‘(2) LIMITED AUDIT.—Such organization 
shall segregate government funds provided 
under such program into a separate account. 
Only the government funds shall be subject 
to audit by the government. 

‘‘(e) TREATMENT OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES AND 
OTHER INTERMEDIATE ORGANIZATIONS.—If an 
eligible entity or other organization (re-
ferred to in this subsection as an ‘‘inter-
mediate organization’’), acting under a con-
tract, or grant or other agreement, with the 
Federal Government or a State or local gov-
ernment, is given the authority under the 
contract or agreement to select nongovern-
mental organizations to provide assistance 
under the programs described in subsection 
(a), the intermediate organization shall have 
the same duties under this section as the 
government. 

‘‘(f) TREATMENT OF BENEFICIARIES.—In pro-
viding assistance under a program described 
in subsection (a), a religious organization 
shall not discriminate against a beneficiary, 
or a potential beneficiary, of such assistance 
on the basis of religion or of a religious be-
lief. 

‘‘(g) OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this section, 
each entity that carries out a program, or 
provides assistance, under this subtitle shall 
carry out such program, or shall provide 
such assistance, in a lawful and secular man-
ner.’’. 

(l) DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY OF SEC-
RETARY.—Section 680 of the Community 
Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9921) is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (A) by inserting ‘‘(in-

cluding financial assistance for construction 
or substantial rehabilitation of buildings and 
facilities, and for loans or investments in 
private business enterprises owned by com-
munity development corporations)’’ after 
‘‘assistance’’; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (B), 
(C), (D), and (E) as subparagraphs (D), (E), 
(F), and (G), respectively; and 

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) 
the following: 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL INTEREST.—The Secretary 
shall establish procedures that permit funds 
provided under a grant made under this para-
graph, or intangible assets acquired with 
such funds, to become the sole property of 
the grantee before the expiration of the 12-
year period beginning after the fiscal year 
for which such grant is made if such grantee 
agrees to use such funds or such property for 
purposes and uses consistent with the pur-
poses and uses for which such grant is made. 

‘‘(C) REPLACEMENT ACTIVITIES.—The Sec-
retary shall establish procedures to allow a 
grant made under this paragraph to be used 
by a grantee to carry out activities substan-
tially similar to the activities for which such 
grant is made if, due to no fault of such 
grantee, such grantee cannot carry out the 
activities for which such grant is made. Such 
procedures shall require that the substan-
tially similar activities serve the same im-
pact area and have the same goals, objec-
tives, and outcomes as the activities for 
which such grant is made.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3)(B) by inserting ‘‘water 
and wastewater’’ after ‘‘community’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (4) by striking ‘‘neighbor-
hood-based’’ and inserting ‘‘community-
based’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c) by striking ‘‘Chair-
person of the Committee on Education’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘Human Resources 
of the Senate’’ and inserting ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees’’. 

(m) COMMUNITY FOOD AND NUTRITION PRO-
GRAMS.—Section 681 of the Community Serv-
ices Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9922) is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (c) in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘Committee 
on Education’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘Human Resources of the Senate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d) by striking ‘‘1999 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 through 
2009’’. 

(n) NATIONAL OR REGIONAL PROGRAMS DE-
SIGNED TO PROVIDE INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVI-
TIES FOR LOW-INCOME YOUTH.—Section 682 of 
the Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9923) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(5)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(which may be accom-

plished through mentoring)’’ after ‘‘youth’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘to improve academic 
achievement’’ after ‘‘study practices’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g) by striking ‘‘1999 
through 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 through 
2009’’. 
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act shall take effect on the 1st day of 
the 1st fiscal year beginning after the date of 
the enactment of this Act.

H.R. 3030
OFFERED BY: MR. GEORGE MILLER OF 

CALIFORNIA 
AMENDMENT NO. 5: Page 5, strike lines 20 

and 21, and insert the following:

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘1999 through 2003’’ and in-

serting ‘‘2004 through 2009’’; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘681’’ and inserting 

‘‘675C(b)(3), 681,’’;

Page 6, line 2, strike ‘‘and’’ at the end. 
Page 6, line 8, strike the period at the end 

and insert ‘‘; and’’. 

Page 6, after line 8, insert the following:

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) ASSISTANCE RELATING TO UNEMPLOY-

MENT.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated such sums as may be necessary for 
fiscal year 2004 to carry out section 
675C(b)(3).’’.

Page 6, strike lines 9 through 14, and insert 
the following:

(d) USES OF FUNDS.—Section 675C of the 
Community Services Block Grant Act (42 
U.S.C. 9907) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(3)(A) by striking ‘‘Be-
ginning on October 1, 2000, a’’ and inserting 
‘‘A’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (1)(F) by striking ‘‘neigh-

borhood-based’’ and inserting ‘‘community-
based’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) ASSISTANCE RELATING TO UNEMPLOY-

MENT.—With the amount appropriated under 

section 674(c), the Secretary shall make 
grants to States to provide financial and em-
ployment support to individuals who cannot 
find employment, who have exhausted their 
State unemployment benefits, and who, after 
the week of December 20, 2003, can no longer 
receive Federal extended temporary unem-
ployment compensation. The eligibility cri-
teria and benefit amounts under this para-
graph for such individuals shall be the same 
as for such individuals prior to December 20, 
2003, under the Federal extended temporary 
unemployment compensation program.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)(1) by inserting ‘‘para-
graphs (1) and (2) of’’ after ‘‘under’’. 
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Senate
The Senate met at 9:45 a.m., and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. STEVENS). 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Spirit of God, who brought creation 
out of the void, light from darkness, 
and order from chaos, everything under 
Heaven belongs to You. Lord, work 
with us to bring harmony where there 
is discord. Use our daily experiences of 
joy and sorrow, pleasure and pain, vic-
tory and defeat, for Your glory. 

As enemies of liberty seek to create 
insecurity and fear, remind us that no 
evil can stop the unfolding of Your pur-
poses and Providence. Thank You for 
leading us each day with Your merciful 
hands and for providing for our needs. 
You prepare tables of peace and con-
fidence for us in the presence of our en-
emies, causing us to rejoice because of 
Your faithfulness. 

Bless our leaders. Protect them with 
the shield of Your love. Fill their 
hearts with Your joy and give them 
Your peace. We pray this in Your holy 
Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, there will be a pe-
riod for the transaction of morning 
business until 10:30 a.m., with 30 min-

utes under the control of the Senator 
from Florida, Mr. GRAHAM, and the re-
maining time under the control of the 
majority leader. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, under a 
previous order, we will be in morning 
business until 10:30 a.m., as mentioned. 
At 10:30 we will begin the highway bill. 
As mentioned yesterday, it will be very 
important to address this bill and 
spend the appropriate time this week 
and through next week with the objec-
tive of completing this bill by the end 
of next week. It is a very important 
bill in terms of supporting our infra-
structure throughout this country, in 
terms of providing that infrastructure 
to support our economy, and also to 
create jobs. It is a very important bill. 

The relevant committees met yester-
day. Some of those committee meet-
ings will be affected by the closure of 
the office buildings today, but we will 
have further announcements on the 
committee meetings a little bit later 
this morning. 

We will be here today, and I do en-
courage Members to make their open-
ing statements today. We will have a 
comment shortly on the policy lunch-
eons today within the next several 
minutes after I speak with the Demo-
cratic leader. 

RICIN FINDING 
I will comment very quickly—be-

cause there are a lot of questions and a 
lot of news reports—as most people 
know, in midafternoon yesterday, a 
powder that was ultimately determined 
to be ricin was found in my personal of-
fice building. Everything was handled 
in a very appropriate way in terms of 
the screening tests that have been es-

tablished, and ultimately, after a series 
of tests of what are called specificity 
and sensitivity tests, confirmatory re-
sults came back last night at around 
9:30 that this was ricin. 

There will be a lot of discussion in 
the news and around here as to what 
ricin is. As I mentioned last night, it is 
a type of what we call a toxin or a poi-
son. It is not a virus, and it is not a 
bacteria, so a lot of people say it is not 
biological, but it is made from a castor 
bean. Somebody, in all likelihood, 
manufactured this with an intent to 
harm, and this is a criminal investiga-
tion that will be underway. 

As everyone knows by now—or we 
hope they know—we made a decision, 
based on the procedures that are quite 
thorough and comprehensive, to close 
the three Senate office buildings today. 
Meetings have continued through the 
night and today over the course of this 
morning thus far. Further decisions 
will be made about reopening those 
buildings. The real purpose of that is 
that the mail be addressed in an appro-
priate way in those buildings. 

Let me also say that all air sampling 
and all environmental studies today 
are negative with the exception of 
what was found in that single office at 
that site. 

With that, I think I will stop to say 
we will have our activity here on the 
floor of the Senate. The Capitol Build-
ing is open today, and individual com-
mittee chairmen will be announcing 
what the plans are with hearings that 
were scheduled today in the Senate of-
fice buildings. Most of those will be 
closed. 

At this time I will turn to the Demo-
cratic leader. We will likely be making 
other announcements over the course 
of the morning.

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 
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CONDUCTING SENATE BUSINESS 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, let me 
first express the sentiment that I know 
is shared by the entire Senate family 
in expressing our concern and our ad-
miration for Senator FRIST and his 
staff. Having been through this ordeal 
in another form a couple of years ago, 
I know the difficulty it presents per-
sonally to staff and to families of staff, 
and I know we are probably in a better 
position to confront these challenges 
today than we were 2 years ago. But we 
speak with one voice in expressing our 
concern for those staff and our opti-
mism about our ability to successfully 
confront this challenge as we did 2 
years ago. 

I know this has been a long 24 hours 
for the majority leader. He had a late 
night the night before, and then last 
night it would not surprise me if he got 
no sleep at all. So he is working on lit-
tle sleep, and I appreciate his report 
this morning. 

Obviously, we have a number of deci-
sions to make over the course of the 
day, and I will consult with him. I do 
hope, to the extent it is practicable, 
that we use this opportunity to con-
tinue the debate on highways. We do 
not have a lot of time, and I know each 
day is valuable from that perspective. 
But we also want to be practical, rec-
ognizing if the offices are closed, it will 
be hard for Senators and their staff to 
do work related to the highway bill. I 
look forward to consulting and work-
ing with the distinguished majority 
leader as we deal with the necessity 
this situation has presented to us. 

Mr. President, I know colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle are interested in 
the schedule. I know the majority lead-
er had announced that there will be 
caucus lunches. I want to make sure 
people understand, we will have our 
normally scheduled caucus lunch 
today. Both the Democrats and Repub-
licans will be meeting. They will be 
held in the same location. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

PROVISION FOR EMERGENCY 
AUTHORITY 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate im-
mediately proceed to a resolution at 
the desk regarding emergency author-
ity; provided, further, that the resolu-
tion be agreed to and the motion to re-
consider be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 296) was 
agreed to, as follows:

S. RES. 296 

Resolved, That the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate may suspend any proceeding of the 
Senate, including a roll call vote or a 
quorum call, and declare a recess or adjourn-
ment of the Senate subject to existing au-
thorities or subject to the call of the Chair, 
within the limits of article I, section 5, 
clause 4, of the Constitution, whenever the 

Presiding Officer has been notified of an im-
minent threat. 

SEC. 2. When the Senate is out of session, 
the Majority and Minority Leaders, or their 
designees, may, acting jointly and within the 
limits of article I, section 5, clause 4, of the 
Constitution, modify any order for the time 
or place of the convening of the Senate 
when, in their opinion, such action is war-
ranted by intervening circumstances.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Vermont. 

f 

COMMENDING THE MAJORITY AND 
MINORITY LEADERS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I will 
take a moment. 

I commend both the Republican and 
Democratic leaders for opening the 
Senate today. I was recollecting, as I 
came in, we had another majority lead-
er from Tennessee, Howard Baker—the 
Democrat leader was ROBERT BYRD; 
both distinguished friends and col-
leagues—and there had been an explo-
sive device put outside the Capitol one 
evening, something that could not be 
done today because there are changes 
in our security. But the majority lead-
er recessed that evening—it was going 
to be a late-night session. We ad-
journed a little earlier than we antici-
pated because we had worked out some-
thing and needed time for drafting and 
worked out a logjam we had, and there 
was an explosive device put out—and 
the distinguished Presiding Officer re-
members this time very well because 
he was also serving here, as I was, at 
the time—blowing out both the Repub-
lican and Democratic cloakrooms. 
There would have been great casualties 
had we been there. The next morning, 
as I recall, nearly 90 Senators were sit-
ting in their seats. We came back in 
basically to say: Nothing is going to 
close us down. 

So I commend my dear friend from 
Tennessee and my dear friend from 
South Dakota for opening up this ses-
sion. I think this is a symbol of democ-
racy throughout the whole world. Cer-
tainly in our country, the most obvious 
symbol of democracy is this Capitol 
Building. Every time we stay open, as 
we have after 9/11 and everything else, 
it demonstrates the leadership of our 
two leaders but also of the devotion to 
democracy we see in this Chamber. 

That is all I am going to say. That is 
why I am here this morning. I wanted 
to compliment both of the leaders for 
opening up this session.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader. 

f 

SENATE STAFF AND THEIR 
FAMILIES 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I do want 
to briefly comment on the families of 
the individuals who were potentially 
exposed yesterday. It is an inconven-
ience because you are waiting for tests 
and you are doing screening tests that 
have a certain meaning in terms of sen-
sitivity, specificity. We are waiting for 

results to get back, and you hear about 
the potential harm these poisons can 
do. I express my real sympathies to the 
families and the individuals affected. 

We had a conference call. We were all 
together last night by telephone until 
the early hours of this morning. We 
had another conference call at 8:45 this 
morning, and we will continue to be in 
touch with all the people who could 
have potentially been affected. Again, 
we think about them and their fami-
lies. 

We will be having our policy lunches 
today. Both sides of the aisle will con-
duct their policy lunches in the usual 
fashion. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Who 
seeks recognition? 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, are we 
in morning business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. We 
are in morning business, with 30 min-
utes under the control of the Senator 
from Florida, Mr. GRAHAM. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would 
be glad to yield to the Senator from 
Florida. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Florida. I say to the 
Senator, when I take the floor, I am 
going to be here for about 30 minutes. 
If the Senator has something he would 
like to say prior to that, I will yield. 

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Senator 
from Florida for the forewarning. 

I ask the Chair, the Senator from 
Florida is going to speak for 30 min-
utes. How much time would I be allo-
cated in morning business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One 
minute. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator from Illinois will yield, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Illinois be recognized for up to 10 
minutes, and that there be equal time 
on the other side to match that, if that 
is necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator is recognized for 10 min-

utes. 
May the Chair inform the Senator 

from Nevada, under the previous order 
the remaining time will be under the 
control of the majority leader. The 
time for Senator GRAHAM has expired. 
The Chair suggests the Senate might 
consider its time. 

Mr. REID. I appreciate the counsel of 
the Presiding Officer. Because of the 
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events of last night, Senator GRAHAM’s 
time was taken. 

Mr. President, I think the time of the 
Senator from Florida starts at 10 
o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Parliamentarian informs me Senator 
GRAHAM will have to use his time now. 

Mr. REID. He would have to use his 
time now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 
Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 

that the order now before the Senate 
be modified to allow the Senator from 
Illinois to speak for up to 10 minutes in 
morning business, and that like time 
be extended to the Republicans.

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object, I would be happy to yield to the 
Senator from Florida to go first, and I 
will follow him. That would be fine 
with me, 10 minutes after Senator 
GRAHAM. 

Mr. REID. And that Senator GRAHAM 
be given his 30 minutes. I ask that my 
consent be modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMITH). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Florida. 
f 

INTELLIGENCE LESSONS 

Mr. GRAHAM of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, yesterday I spoke to the Senate 
relative to my assessment of the re-
sponsibility for the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, some of the lessons 
learned from those attacks, and the 
status of the implementation of those 
lessons. I explained that my view was 
that those terrible events would have 
been prevented if our national intel-
ligence community had been better or-
ganized and more clearly focused on 
the problem of terrorism. And if the 
Congress and the President had drawn 
on those lessons learned from the trag-
edy of 9/11 and initiated reforms of the 
intelligence community, we might well 
have avoided some of the embarrass-
ments of the flawed intelligence on 
weapons of mass destruction or the 
misleading use of that intelligence 
which formed the basis of the war 
against Iraq. Today I would like to 
continue my discussion of those lessons 
that we should have learned and imple-
mented. 

As chairman of the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence for most of 
the 107th Congress, I had the honor of 
cochairing a bipartisan, bicameral 
committee charged with investigating 
the events of the intelligence commu-
nity and their activities before and 
after the attacks of September 11. We 
set out to determine whether or not 
there was anything more we could have 
done to prevent the attacks and, spe-
cifically, if our intelligence community 
had problems that needed to be cor-
rected. 

The importance of our task was well 
understood. The 9/11 attacks were not 
the work of a crazed individual but, 
rather, were the result of a sophisti-
cated plot carried out by a group of 19 

terrorists and an undetermined number 
of facilitators who prepared for the 
execution of their plot over a period of 
almost 2 years. We can, we must, im-
prove our ability to detect and disrupt 
plots of this nature. We can do so by 
ensuring that our intelligence-gath-
ering networks are operating in an op-
timal manner and that any flaws in our 
intelligence community are addressed 
as quickly and effectively as possible. 

Our committee identified a number 
of problems with our current intel-
ligence-gathering system. We followed 
up with recommendations on how to fix 
these problems. By conducting this in-
quiry, making these recommendations, 
Congress not only assumed the respon-
sibility for determining what happened 
before and after September 11 as re-
lated to our intelligence community, 
but it also assumed a responsibility 
relative to the implementation of the 
recommendations. 

The American people will respond to 
future terrorist attacks by asking: 
What did we learn from the previous 
attack and how has that information 
been used to give the American people 
greater protection? They have the 
right to ask this question and we have 
an obligation to give them a good an-
swer: What have you done with the in-
formation and the lessons learned? 
How have you implemented those les-
sons in a way to give me and the Amer-
ican people a greater sense of security? 

So far, we have not made acceptable 
progress toward providing an answer to 
the American people. In fact, if we had 
to give it today, it would not be an an-
swer of which we would be proud. 

A large number of the problems iden-
tified by the joint inquiry and a series 
of commissions which preceded the 
joint inquiry have not been addressed. 
In my previous statement, I discussed 
those recommendations which related 
specifically to the issue of counterter-
rorism. This morning, I would like to 
address those recommendations which 
deal with the structure of the intel-
ligence community. 

Our national intelligence community 
is beset by a number of serious prob-
lems. There is a lack of leadership at 
the top and the absence of a coordi-
nated national intelligence policy that 
gives us agencies with priorities, mis-
sions, and resources that do not nec-
essarily complement one another. 

As an example, in December of 1998, 
the Director of Central Intelligence, 
the man who has the statutory respon-
sibility for the coordination of all of 
our various intelligence agencies, told 
senior managers of the CIA that he 
considered the United States to be at 
war with al-Qaida and that the intel-
ligence community, all of its agencies, 
working in a coherent manner, should 
devote as many resources as possible to 
combating that terrorist organization. 

While this statement might seem to 
be a positive step, a step in the right 
direction, our joint inquiry found that 
the DCI was either unable or unwilling 
to enlist other intelligence agencies in 

this effort. The troops either didn’t 
hear or simply ignored the bugle call of 
war. 

The lack of consistent, coordinated 
priorities is paralleled by a lack of con-
sistent, predictable funding as well as 
the lack of internal accountability. 
This shortage of resources meant that 
the intelligence community simply did 
not have enough personnel to perform 
all the functions that were needed. 
This left the intelligence community 
ill-prepared to deal with the rapidly 
changing terrorist threat. 

One of the reasons for the unpredict-
ability and decline of funding of the in-
telligence community was the mis-
taken belief that the end of the cold 
war yielded a peace dividend for the 
American people when it came to de-
fense spending, including a reduced 
need to spend money on intelligence.

Mr. President, in fact, the change 
from the single focus on the Soviet 
Union and its allies to the current 
world of diverse, constantly changing, 
emerging threats such as weapons of 
mass destruction and international ter-
rorist groups has increased demand 
and, therefore, the cost of intelligence. 

The first recommendation made by 
our commission urges the creation of a 
Cabinet-level director of national intel-
ligence, appointed by the President and 
subject to Senate confirmation. We 
made this our first recommendation 
because we think it is the most impor-
tant recommendation and one that can 
do the most to prevent another 9/11 
tragedy. I gratefully recognize the ex-
cellent work of Senator FEINSTEIN in 
championing this issue. 

The director of national intelligence 
would be responsible for establishing 
consistent priorities for all of our na-
tional intelligence agencies and assur-
ing that these agencies work together, 
rather than independently, by coordi-
nating budgets and resources and man-
aging interagency relationships. We 
made this recommendation because of 
the obvious need for strong leadership 
in our intelligence community. 

It is clear that prior to 9/11 our intel-
ligence-gathering agencies had no com-
prehensive strategy for counterterror-
ism. Intelligence priorities were incon-
sistently formulated and applied 
throughout the various agencies and 
were not effectively leveraged through 
interagency coordination. The joint in-
quiry report offers specific details of 
FBI supervisors who thought there was 
no need to pay attention to Saudi citi-
zens in the United States while at the 
same time the CIA was tracking sus-
pected Saudi terrorists around the 
world. 

The director of the national security 
agency, which is responsible for our 
electronic eavesdropping, described the 
problem of unclear priorities when he 
said: ‘‘We had about 5 number 1 prior-
ities.’’ 

Although the Director of Central In-
telligence is normally the head of the 
intelligence community, in practice he 
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has functioned as the head of one of 
those agencies, the CIA, with limited 
influence over other organizations. The 
limited ability of the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence to mobilize other in-
telligence agencies in the war against 
al-Qaida is a tragic example of this 
point. Before 9/11, personnel in many 
intelligence agencies—particularly the 
FBI—had not even heard his statement 
on the topic, let alone acted upon it. 

The DCI does have some budgetary 
authority, but it cannot be exercised 
effectively without the cooperation of 
the Department of Defense since many 
intelligence agencies are run through 
the Department of Defense. It is there-
fore necessary to appoint a strong di-
rector of national intelligence who is 
not the head of any specific intel-
ligence agency. This is a recommenda-
tion which has been consistently made 
by citizens, commissions, and govern-
mentally appointed commissions which 
have reviewed the intelligence commu-
nity in the recent past. 

So far, Congress and the administra-
tion have not acted on this first rec-
ommendation and indeed appear to be 
moving in the opposite direction. The 
recent creation of an Under Secretary 
of Defense for Intelligence will serve to 
further separate the Defense Depart-
ment from the civilian intelligence 
agencies rather than improving co-
operation. Legislation has been intro-
duced to accomplish this necessary re-
structuring, but as of this date it has 
not had a hearing before the Senate Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence. 

This is an issue which now sits upon 
the shoulders of the Congress. If we fail 
to act, we will be held accountable 
when the next preventable terrorist act 
occurs. 

Another important recommendation 
was No. 11, which called for the recruit-
ment and development of greater num-
bers of quality intelligence personnel. 
Obviously, the need for more 
counterterrorism training is a major 
part of this recommendation, as is the 
need for more linguists and an ex-
panded intelligence community reserve 
corps that could provide relevant ex-
pertise when special circumstances 
arise. 

The committee also recommends an 
expansion of education grant programs, 
such as the national security education 
program. Included among the sugges-
tions for improving the workforce was 
one calling for legislation that instills 
the concept of jointness or interoper-
ability among the various agencies. 
This is similar to the 1986 Goldwater-
Nichols Act, which applied the concept 
of jointness to the military. One way 
jointness has been instilled in the mili-
tary is by having service members 
serve tours of duty with another serv-
ice or in a multiservice command. This 
reform is widely recognized as having 
substantially improved our military’s 
ability to fight and win wars, as was so 
dramatically demonstrated in Iraq. 

In the intelligence community, there 
is too much isolation among intel-

ligence agencies and between those 
agencies and the users of intelligence. 
As an example, the intelligence com-
munity, having examined the likely 
means of attack by al-Qaida, identified 
hijacking of commercial airliners to be 
used as weapons of mass destruction as 
a particularly significant part of the 
arsenal of al-Qaida. However, the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration was not 
notified of this new form of threat. 
Therefore, the training and protocols 
of flight crews had been to not attempt 
to resist hijackers but, rather, to suc-
cumb until the plane was on the 
ground and then let other law enforce-
ment and professionals attempt to ne-
gotiate with the hijackers, and that 
was the form of action that was still in 
place on September 11. 

Possibly, had the FAA been aware of 
this new threat of taking command of 
a plane not for economic or political 
purposes but to use it as a weapon, air-
lines would have been better prepared 
to deal with this particular generation 
of hijackers. We need our intelligence 
community to substantially improve 
its capability in the same way that the 
military has. 

By working and training on a joint 
basis, intelligence agencies can con-
serve resources and help personnel gain 
an appreciation for a wider variety of 
intelligence-gathering tactics and 
techniques. If this recommendation 
had been implemented earlier, it could 
have reduced our vulnerability. 

Our joint inquiry found that a short-
age of staff was a near universal prob-
lem for intelligence agencies before 9/
11. For instance, at the CIA’s 
counterterrorism center, employees 
were required to work extremely long 
hours with no relief. Overworking 
these critical personnel made them less 
effective and lowered their morale to 
the point where retention had become 
a problem. Problems similar to that of 
the CIA’s counterterrorism center ex-
isted at the FBI, the National Security 
Agency, and the shortage of Arabic lin-
guists at the National Security Agency 
became especially pronounced. Lin-
guists continue to be in short supply, 
in part because qualified linguists can-
not be trained overnight. 

Counterterrorism training has been 
stepped up in other areas, but raising 
our capabilities to an adequate level 
will still require more personnel with 
enhanced and expanded training. 

The Intelligence Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2004 included pilot pro-
grams for training students who will 
form the future of the intelligence 
community.

No legislation regarding jointness 
has yet been passed despite the clear, 
positive results achieved by previous 
efforts in similar and relevant parts of 
the Federal Government. 

The joint terrorism task forces set up 
by the FBI have had some success in 
bringing together officials from dif-
ferent agencies. It was one of these 
groups which was responsible for the 
capture of Zaccaria Moussaoui, the so-

called 20th hijacker. If more of these 
task forces had been set up before 2001, 
and if those that did exist had all the 
personnel they needed to be effective, 
we can only imagine what might have 
been accomplished, what might have 
been prevented. 

Recommendation No. 12 regards our 
national intelligence budget and sug-
gests several measures to ensure our 
investments in intelligence provide 
maximum benefits. It calls for more 
flexibility in the budget to be accom-
panied by greater oversight and raises 
the idea of a cost-benefit analysis by 
an independent agency. 

It also urges the President and the 
Congress to develop a budget that in-
cludes a sustained, long-term invest-
ment in counterterrorism to replace 
the unpredictable funding stream that 
currently exists. Providing the intel-
ligence community with an adequate 
level of base funding would obviously 
increase budget stability and assist in 
long-term planning. 

Contrary to that, for the past several 
years, counterterrorism programs have 
been funded primarily through supple-
mental appropriations which were 
often in response to a specific event, 
such as the September 11 tragedy, and 
therefore the supplemental appropria-
tions varied greatly from one year to 
the next. 

Intelligence officials who were inter-
viewed by our joint inquiry were under-
standably critical of this system since 
it makes it more difficult to plan sus-
tainable counterterrorism programs. 
This dynamic still persists, despite its 
obvious flaws, despite its obvious con-
tribution to the increased—the unnec-
essarily increased—vulnerability of the 
American people. 

There have been significant increases 
in our intelligence budget, but in 2003, 
a substantial portion of our 
counterterrorism budget still came 
from supplemental appropriations. 

Another problem with the intel-
ligence budget is the way it is tied to 
the Defense Department’s budget. Dur-
ing the 1990s, we made significant cuts 
to the Defense Department budget, and 
the intelligence budget was cut propor-
tionately. 

While the end of the cold war meant 
we could reduce the size of our Armed 
Forces, intelligence requirements actu-
ally increased due to the diversifica-
tion of the threat. In addition, greater 
budget stability in our efforts to fight 
terrorism would be better served by 
greater budget flexibility. It is cur-
rently quite difficult for intelligence 
officials to shift resources from one 
priority to the other as circumstances 
require. Even small adjustments re-
quire prolonged formalized approvals. 

For instance, a number of CIA offi-
cials were aware of the need for more 
agents in Afghanistan prior to 2001 but 
were unable to reassign resources away 
from other priorities. The Director of 
the National Security Agency has dis-
cussed similar problems. The 2004 Intel-
ligence Authorization Act permits the 
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Director of Central Intelligence to au-
thorize the employment of additional 
civilian personnel if he believes this is 
necessary. 

This is a small step in the right di-
rection, but more flexibility is still 
needed. This flexibility must be accom-
panied by increased congressional over-
sight. 

It became apparent during the course 
of our joint inquiry that the intel-
ligence community does not have a 
clear idea of how much money it 
spends on counterterrorism, and ac-
counting methods vary among the dif-
ferent agencies. 

In light of this, it seems appropriate 
that a cost-benefit analysis from an 
outside agency would be very helpful, 
but so far no real efforts have been 
made to undertake such a step. 

Recommendation No. 15 suggests 
that the President and the Congress 
evaluate and consider revising the in-
telligence classification process. This 
task would pursue the twin goals of ex-
panding access to important informa-
tion and assuring that classified intel-
ligence information is not disclosed in-
appropriately. 

The current system of intelligence 
classification is not the result of a 
thoughtful, open debate, but is, rather, 
the product of a series of Executive or-
ders rooted in cold war mentality and 
issued with little or no consultation of 
Congress. 

Many people with extensive knowl-
edge of the system have suggested 
there is a tendency toward too much 
secrecy and that this has had a predict-
ably negative effect on the flow of in-
formation. 

There was an interesting column re-
cently in the New York Times talking 
about one of the core problems within 
the Government of Saddam Hussein 
prior to the war, and that was that all 
parts of that society practiced secrecy 
and deception; that the army deceived 
Saddam Hussein as to just what it was 
doing to prepare for war; scientists de-
ceived Saddam Hussein as to the state 
of their development of weapons of 
mass destruction; Saddam Hussein at-
tempted to fool the people of Iraq, and 
our intelligence agencies were fooled 
by all of the above. 

Allowing an increase in a curtain of 
secrecy to fall over the information of 
our United States agencies will have 
the same effect the veil of secrecy did 
in Iraq, and that is to make us less se-
cure, more vulnerable because we have 
not shared information in a way that 
can increase our security. 

By treating so much of this informa-
tion as treasure to be guarded, intel-
ligence agencies can actually reduce 
the information’s usefulness. By reduc-
ing biases toward excessive secrecy, 
Congress and the President can help 
make sure more information gets to 
the people who need it, particularly 
those such as first responders, local 
government, law enforcement officials, 
and Federal agencies, such as the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency. 

There is a suspicion among many 
Americans—and I believe it is justi-
fied—that classification is being used 
to shield politically embarrassing in-
formation from public scrutiny, as was 
the case with the information on the 
role of foreign governments in the Sep-
tember 11 attack. 

Unfortunately, little progress has 
been made so far in the task of review-
ing the use of classified information, 
particularly in the area of intelligence. 
The Intelligence Authorization Act re-
quires the President to report on the 
barriers to sharing classified informa-
tion. Congress has not yet given seri-
ous consideration to this important 
topic. 

Another very important rec-
ommendation issued by the joint com-
mittee, which has also been largely ig-
nored, is recommendation No. 16, which 
calls for a new standard of account-
ability in the intelligence community. 
Given the continued and increasing use 
of intelligence information in our na-
tional policymaking, whether it is to 
fight terrorism, to determine the true 
capability of a potential adversary, or 
to reduce the proliferation of weapons 
of mass destruction, it is critically im-
portant that we have accountability 
mechanisms in place that review intel-
ligence agencies’ failures in order to 
learn from those mistakes. To date, no 
personnel in intelligence or other af-
fected agencies has been sanctioned as 
a result of the tragedy of September 11.

It is also true that no one has been 
sanctioned for the apparently incorrect 
intelligence assessments upon which 
the case to go to war in Iraq was predi-
cated. Weapons of mass destruction al-
leged to exist in Iraq have not been 
found and, according to David Kay, our 
lead investigator, it is unlikely they 
will ever be found. This raises in stark 
terms the responsibility of the Presi-
dent to determine who is accountable 
for intelligence failures and what 
should be the appropriate sanction of 
those responsible. 

It is as though the chairman of the 
steamship company that owned the Ti-
tanic put all of the blame for the trag-
edy on the iceberg and declared that 
was the end of it; the captain of the 
ship would be let off scot-free. 

At the same time, it is unclear if any 
rewards or recognitions have been 
given for outstanding performance in 
the intelligence community, out-
standing performance such as that of 
those who contributed to the capture 
of Saddam Hussein. 

If we want our intelligence agencies 
to be as good as they can be and they 
must and should be, then we must as-
sure that they have systems in place to 
reward exceptional performance and to 
deal with bad performance appro-
priately. Currently, there are no sys-
tems performing this function and all 
attempts to bring accountability to 
our intelligence-gathering programs 
have been made in an ad hoc manner. 
We must demand that the intelligence 
community establish standards of ac-

countability since reliable intelligence 
is critical to our security as citizens 
and our credibility as a nation. 

The last recommendation I would 
like to address today is No. 17. This 
calls for the removal of inappropriate 
and obsolete barriers between intel-
ligence and law enforcement agencies 
engaged in counterterrorism. It advises 
the administration to report to Con-
gress regarding the removal of these 
barriers so that Congress can take 
whatever legislative actions are appro-
priate. 

Our joint inquiry found that the var-
ious agencies engaged in 
counterterrorism have been surpris-
ingly reluctant to share information 
with each other. Example: In the 
months before the September 11 at-
tack, the CIA was aware of two terror-
ists associated with al-Qaida, Khalid 
al-Mihdhar and Nawaf al-Hazmi. These 
two terrorists had attended a planning 
session in Malaysia, a session at which 
both the attack on the USS Cole, which 
was to occur in November of 2000, and 
the attack on the World Trade Center, 
the Pentagon, and the failed effort that 
ended in a field in Pennsylvania had 
been discussed. 

Both of these terrorists attended a 
planning conference for purposes of 
proceeding with those two terrorist at-
tacks, and then acquired visas for trav-
el to the United States, because the 
CIA had not informed law enforcement 
or border protection agencies of the 
threat posed by these individuals. The 
FBI and other agencies did not seem to 
have received this information which 
could have helped disrupt the 9/11 at-
tack. 

Similarly, the FBI prevented its 
agents from participating in an effort 
to track down these terrorists on the 
grounds that this was not a job for 
criminal investigators. The FBI was re-
luctant to share information regarding 
counterterrorism because of concerns 
about legal barriers preventing col-
laboration between intelligence and 
law enforcement agencies. These con-
cerns sprang partly from an overly re-
strictive Department of Justice policy 
and partly from misunderstanding 
among agents regarding the law. Shar-
ing of intelligence information with 
law enforcement agencies was seen as 
particularly difficult, almost taboo. 
This was a clear contradiction of the 
law that existed prior to September 11. 

Legal considerations also seem to 
have impaired information sharing by 
the National Security Agency and the 
CIA as well. However, these agencies, 
particularly the CIA, were also moti-
vated by an overly zealous desire to 
protect sources. While protecting 
sources and methods is certainly an 
important goal, these sources and 
methods are not very useful if we can-
not effectively use the information 
they provide to us. 

From a legislative point of view, sig-
nificant progress has been made in this 
area. Congress has passed legislation 
removing legal restrictions regarding 
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the sharing of intelligence informa-
tion. Agency heads have updated obso-
lete and inappropriate guidelines. In-
telligence community personnel now 
seem to have a much clearer picture of 
what methods and actions are available 
to them. 

Unfortunately, while the legislative 
barriers to information sharing have 
been removed, the fact is that effective 
information sharing is still not taking 
place between intelligence and law en-
forcement, and this is a special prob-
lem between Federal intelligence and 
law enforcement agencies and State 
and local law enforcement. 

I frequently hear complaints that 
agency culture, habit, and inertia, have 
preserved problems that should have 
been solved, making this yet another 
area in which the lessons of 9/11 have 
not been learned and not been applied 
effectively. 

September 11 was a wake-up call. It 
alerted us to the fact that our intel-
ligence agencies were not performing 
at the level required during this era of 
terrorism. We have just received our 
first report card. The report card is to 
tell us how well we have done since 
September 11 in applying lessons 
learned to the greater protection of the 
American people. We have received a 
grade of F. The false assertion of large 
stockpiles of weapons of mass destruc-
tion in Iraq demonstrates that we have 
not yet made the reforms to our intel-
ligence agencies that are required. 

The next report card will come when 
we have the next intelligence failure. 
The President and the Congress will 
both be held accountable if we have not 
acted on these necessary reforms to 
protect the safety of the people of 
America.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I 
thank the distinguished Senator from 
Florida for his extraordinarily enlight-
ening and very helpful discussion in 
this series of speeches he is giving this 
week. I think we would all do well not 
only to listen but to read and to 
thoughtfully consider much of what he 
has shared with us. He speaks with ex-
perience and extraordinary credibility, 
and I applaud him for taking the time 
and making the effort that he has to 
bring this important issue before us in 
a meaningful way. 

f 

IRAQ INTELLIGENCE COMMISSION 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, the 
vital interest of our national security 
is critical to our understanding of the 
degree to which we can cope with the 
circumstances involving the intel-
ligence failure we have now experi-
enced over this past year or more. Two 
important voices have been added to 
the growing chorus, raising questions 
about the accuracy and the veracity of 
the allegations the administration used 
to take this country to war. Just yes-
terday Secretary Powell made clear 
the importance of the prewar claims, 

suggesting that the case for war was 
much weaker without the allegations 
of existing stockpiles of weapons. When 
asked whether he would have rec-
ommended an invasion last year if he 
knew then what he knows now, Sec-
retary Powell said:

I don’t know, because it was the stockpile 
that presented the final little piece that 
made it more of a real and present danger 
and threat to the region and to the world.

A year ago this week, Secretary Pow-
ell made a lengthy presentation to the 
United Nations Security Council about 
the grave threat posed by Iraq’s weap-
ons of mass destruction. The Secretary 
of State did not speak of ‘‘weapons of 
mass destruction-related program ac-
tivities,’’ but of existing stockpiles—
existing stockpiles of horrendous weap-
ons and the means to deliver them. In 
large measure because of the alarming 
assertions by Secretary Powell and 
similar claims by President Bush, Vice 
President CHENEY, Secretary of De-
fense Rumsfeld, National Security Ad-
viser Rice, and many other senior ad-
ministration officials, a majority of 
Congress voted to give the President 
the authority to send troops to wage 
war against Iraq. 

Late last month, Secretary Powell 
had something decidedly different to 
say. For the first time since his U.N. 
presentation he explicitly acknowl-
edged the strong possibility his claims 
about Iraq’s weapons were untrue, tell-
ing reporters on his trip to Georgia:

. . . what the open question is: how many 
stocks [the Iraqis] had, if any? And if they 
had any, where did they go? And if they 
didn’t have any, then why wasn’t that known 
beforehand?

A few days later, Dr. David Kay, 
Chief Weapons Inspector in Iraq until a 
couple of weeks ago, told the Armed 
Services Committee here in the Senate 
the administration’s prewar intel-
ligence on Iraq was, in his words, ‘‘all 
wrong.’’ While several nonpartisan ex-
perts have reached similar conclusions 
about our intelligence and raised con-
cerns about the accuracy of the admin-
istration statements on this issue, 
hearing Secretary Powell and Dr. Kay, 
two of this Nation’s most respected and 
knowledgeable officials, speak in this 
manner, has raised some questions at 
home and abroad about the foundation 
of the administration’s case for going 
to war against Iraq. 

Given the significance of these ques-
tions, a broad, thorough, nonpartisan 
review of both the intelligence commu-
nity’s assessment of the threats posed 
by Iraq and the administration’s use of 
this information is essential to restor-
ing the trust of the American public 
and the international community in 
this administration and in the intel-
ligence system itself. 

The reason is clear. The most effec-
tive means to counterterrorism and the 
many other national security chal-
lenges facing this Nation today is by 
gaining and maintaining the support of 
the American people and assembling a 
international coalition. Accurate, un-

impeachable intelligence is one of the 
most crucial tools the President has at 
his disposal for rallying the American 
people and the world. If the President 
is to successfully convince Americans 
of the need to send daughters and sons 
into harm’s way and urge our allies to 
support America’s course of action, our 
intelligence must be seen as absolutely 
credible and accurate. National secu-
rity experts of both parties have begun 
to warn that the lack of any weapons 
of mass destruction in Iraq after the 
administration’s grave predictions in 
the runup to the war is undermining 
America’s credibility, not only on Iraq 
but on other national security chal-
lenges as well. 

For example, the United States in-
creasingly believes that North Korea 
has used the last couple of years to cre-
ate additional nuclear material and 
weapons. However, officials in South 
Korea and China have raised questions 
about these conclusions, in part by 
pointing to our intelligence commu-
nity’s failures in Iraq. This failure to 
reach a consensus on the threat posed 
by North Korea has greatly com-
plicated efforts to effectively confront 
a nation that already possesses nuclear 
weapons and has been characterized as 
the world’s greatest weapons 
proliferator. 

Given these stakes, one would think 
the President would be the first to de-
mand a full and complete accounting of 
the accuracy and use of Iraq prewar in-
telligence. Yet up until this past week-
end, the President has stubbornly in-
sisted there was nothing wrong with 
that intelligence or the alarming asser-
tions that he and senior administration 
officials made in the days leading up to 
the start of the war in Iraq. In a re-
markable about-face this past week, 
administration officials said publicly 
that the President will support the es-
tablishment of an independent commis-
sion, provided he appoints the commis-
sioners and defines the scope of their 
work. As in other instances, the admin-
istration is apparently seeking to both 
convince the America public it sup-
ports a thorough investigation at the 
same time it stacks the deck against 
such an investigation effort ever occur-
ring. 

Although one of the major questions 
that needs to be addressed is whether 
senior administration officials exagger-
ated the nature of the threat to Iraq, 
the President is attempting to make 
the case that actions by these officials 
are best investigated by a commission 
whose members are appointed by and 
report to those very officials in the 
White House. 

There is little reason to believe a 
commission appointed and controlled 
by the White House will have the inde-
pendence and credibility necessary to 
investigate and bring closure to these 
crucial issues. Consider this: At the 
same time the Secretary of State was 
suggesting that it was an open ques-
tion whether Iraq had any weapons of 
mass destruction and the chief weapons 
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inspector in Iraq was concluding that 
Iraq did not have any stockpiles of 
weapons before the war, Vice President 
CHENEY was on national radio still sug-
gesting that it was just a matter of 
time until such weapons could be 
found. 

If the President’s senior advisers are 
still arguing that the prewar intel-
ligence was right, can the American 
people be certain that commissioners 
handpicked by the White House to un-
dertake an investigation defined by the 
White House will follow the facts wher-
ever they lead? 

It would be a shame to have such an 
important commission start its work 
under the shadow of such doubt. We 
can avoid ever having to ask those 
questions by forming a truly inde-
pendent commission that can rise 
above those concerns. I strongly be-
lieve the Congress can and should es-
tablish a truly independent commis-
sion to examine the collection, anal-
ysis, dissemination, and use by policy-
makers of intelligence on Iraq. Twice 
the Senate has voted to establish just 
such a commission that would be given 
access to all relevant information, ap-
pointed on a bipartisan basis by the 
congressional leadership of the House 
and Senate. I voted for this proposal 
both times. 

Although supporters of this commis-
sion fell short both times, I continue to 
believe that after putting our troops in 
harm’s way we owe it to them to get to 
the bottom of this question. We owe 
them a truly independent investiga-
tion, conducted in the same way that 
our Armed Forces carry out their du-
ties every day in Iraq, with honor and 
with integrity. I fear the process being 
started by the administration is nei-
ther, but it is not too late to establish 
a commission of which we can all be 
proud. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Will the Senator be 

good enough to yield? 
Mr. DASCHLE. I am happy to yield 

to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. KENNEDY. First, I thank the 

Senator for an excellent statement. 
Earlier today the Armed Services 

Committee had meant to meet. We 
were going to have Secretary Rumsfeld 
up before the committee. I intended to 
ask him two or three questions on the 
issue of intelligence, but since the Sen-
ator is on his feet now, I am wondering 
if he would be willing to respond to a 
question or two and help clear this up 
in my mind. 

What we have now, as I understand 
it, is the intelligence agencies saying 
that they provided the intelligence to 
the administration and that they were 
not intimidated. I intended to ask the 
Secretary whether he was aware of the 
Defense Intelligence Agency’s own in-
telligence report that stated—and I am 
quoting. This has been published. It 
was declassified and published in the 
news sources—this is the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency:

. . . there is no reliable information on 
whether Iraq is producing and stockpiling 

chemical weapons, or where Iraq has—or 
will—establish its chemical warfare agent 
production facilities.

That was in September of 2002. Yet a 
month later, just as Congress was 
about to vote, the National Intel-
ligence Estimate stated very precisely 
that:

Iraq probably has stocked at least 100 met-
ric tons and possibly as much as 500 metric 
tons of chemical weapon agents—much of it 
added in the last year.

I was just wondering, if I can raise 
this point, here we have the Defense In-
tense Intelligence Agency giving one 
report. Then, if we look at the State 
Department Bureau of Intelligence, 
this is what the State Department Bu-
reau of Intelligence concluded:

The activities we have detected do not . . . 
add up to a compelling case that Iraq is cur-
rently pursuing what INR would consider an 
integrated and comprehensive approach to 
get nuclear weapons . . . INR considers the 
available evidence inadequate to support 
such a judgment.

The Department of State, Bureau of 
Intelligence. 

Mr. KYL. Could we have regular 
order? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Regular order. I be-
lieve I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator may yield for a question but not 
for a statement. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I am making the 
predicate. If the Senator from Arizona 
is not pleased with it, that is his prob-
lem. 

The third intelligence report was the 
Department of Energy disagreed that 
the famous tubes were for nuclear 
weapons. The State Department’s In-
telligence Bureau also concluded that 
the tubes were ‘‘not intended for use in 
Iraq’s nuclear weapons program.’’ 

Finally, Greg Thielmann, retired 
State Department official, who served 
as director of the Office of Strategic 
Proliferation and Military Affairs in 
the Bureau of Intelligence, said last 
July:

Some of the fault lies with the perform-
ance of the intelligence community, but 
most of it lies with the way senior officials 
misused the information they are provided.

He said:
They surveyed the data, and picked out 

what they liked. The whole thing was bi-
zarre. The Secretary of Defense had this 
huge Defense Intelligence Agency, and he 
went around it.

I just ask, are these the kinds of 
questions that we hope an independent 
kind of commission might be helpful to 
resolve? When the administration’s 
own Defense Intelligence Agency, the 
State Department agency, and the En-
ergy Intelligence Agency came up with 
similar conclusions as Dr. Kay prior to 
the time the Senate voted on this 
issue, don’t you think the American 
people are entitled to know what the 
facts are, not just the intelligence in-
formation made available but how it 
was used by the administration and by 
the President? 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the question, as well as the 

predicate offered by the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The answer is yes, I am troubled by 
one fact that is now undeniable. That 
fact is, we were given bad information, 
information that now is much clearer 
than it was 6 months or 12 months ago, 
information that many of our col-
leagues have used repeatedly on which 
to base decisions fundamental to their 
interpretation of circumstances and ul-
timately the vote they cast on the res-
olution committing this country to a 
course of action. 

I was troubled by a report I read just 
this morning that there are many in 
the intelligence community who are 
becoming increasingly angered and 
frustrated that all of this responsi-
bility has been put on their shoulders. 
The report by one intelligence officer 
was: ‘‘We did our job. We reported the 
information. It isn’t us.’’ 

My question is, If it is not the intel-
ligence community, who is responsible? 
Why did we get bad information? Was 
it the collection and analysis or was it 
the use of that information once it was 
collected and analyzed? We do not 
know the answer to that today. But we 
do know our best opportunity for col-
lecting the answers to the questions 
posed by the Senator from Massachu-
setts is an independent counsel. 

What does it say of the independence 
of those potential commissioners when 
someone is suggesting to them, we 
want you to take this job to inves-
tigate us; we want you to have the au-
thority to investigate us, with the im-
plication that the detrimental con-
sequences of an adverse investigation 
could weigh heavily on the commission 
itself. 

I don’t think there is any doubt 
about the need for independence, about 
the need to look at past precedent 
when we have established commissions 
of this kind. We need to know beyond a 
shadow of a doubt that this commis-
sion will have the opportunity to go 
wherever the facts lead them. 

The way the President and this ad-
ministration are proposing this inves-
tigation be done flies in the face of past 
precedent, with that cloud that hangs 
over any investigation that could not 
be as open, honest, and ultimately suc-
cessful as it needs to be. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. It is my understanding 

that under the previous unanimous 
consent I am recognized for 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

f 

U.S. INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I thank 

the minority leader, Senator DASCHLE, 
as well as my colleague from Massa-
chusetts, Senator KENNEDY, for raising 
this timely and important question 
about intelligence. I also salute Sen-
ator BOB GRAHAM of Florida, who an-
nounced his retirement. His departure 
will be a great loss to this institution. 
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I was fortunate enough to serve on 

the Senate Intelligence Committee 
which Senator GRAHAM chaired, and I 
still continue that service. He was an 
extraordinary leader, not just on that 
committee but when it came to the 
policies of protecting America. His has 
been a clarion voice from the beginning 
that the war on terrorism continues 
unabated and should continue despite 
the diversion of Iraq. We still have a 
war on terrorism, much broader in 
scope, that has to be considered on a 
daily basis. 

I come to the floor and want to be 
careful of the words I say. I do not 
want to disclose anything I have been 
told in the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee. That is certainly the policy 
which should be followed by every 
member of that committee. We are 
given a rare opportunity to see the in-
telligence community and its work 
from inside. Because we are given that 
opportunity, we are warned not to 
share that information. So the points I 
am about to make relate exclusively to 
that information which has been made 
public and declassified. It raises an im-
portant issue.

All of this information points in one 
direction. What happened to the United 
States of America prior to the invasion 
of Iraq relative to weapons of mass de-
struction of that country represents, in 
my mind, the greatest failure of intel-
ligence in America since the fall of the 
Soviet Union. Recall, not that long 
ago, when our intelligence community 
and those in charge of national defense 
and security failed to see the collapse 
of the Soviet Union, a superpower, our 
premier enemy for decades, until it ac-
tually happened. Despite all of the mil-
lions of dollars and thousands of peo-
ple, we missed it. 

Here we have a similar situation. 
Prior to our invasion of Iraq, we were 
told by the intelligence community 
they had identified—and this is unclas-
sified, declassified information—they 
had identified 550 suspected sites with-
in Iraq where we would find weapons of 
mass destruction. And the level of cer-
tainty for each of those sites was dif-
ferent, but for a discrete number of 
those sites the intelligence community 
told us: We believe that when we go 
into Iraq and go directly to this loca-
tion, we will find weapons of mass de-
struction, nuclear weapons, chemical 
and biological weapons. 

So I asked Dr. Kay—and others have 
as well—after you had completed your 
investigation, after you had looked at 
those sites, what did you find? And the 
answer was: Nothing, nothing what-
ever. 

We accumulated this information; we 
said, through our intelligence sources, 
we have 550 known locations; and we 
were wrong in every instance. 

How can that be? How can the intel-
ligence community have missed it? 

The second element, the unmanned 
aerial vehicles, flying over locations, 
mapping different things, viewing dif-
ferent locations, prepared, if necessary, 
to fire on hostile situations—these un-
manned aerial vehicles were identified 

by the intelligence community and the 
administration as a threat not only to 
the Middle East but to the United 
States of America. We were told these 
unmanned aerial vehicles would be 
used to deliver chemical and biological 
weapons against the United States of 
America. 

I can state now in published reports 
we know that the UAVs were not de-
signed for this purpose. We missed it 
completely. Sadly, I can say there is 
additional information which has not 
been disclosed which also casts doubt 
on that conclusion. 

Why is it important? Because Mem-
bers of the Senate were called to the 
White House, asked to vote for the use-
of-force resolution, and told that the 
reason for the necessity of an invasion 
was the unmanned aerial vehicles and 
their threat to the United States of 
America. They were given partial in-
formation—in fact, misleading infor-
mation—about the danger associated 
with the unmanned aerial vehicles.

All of this raises serious questions, 
questions Senator DASCHLE and others 
have addressed. This is what it comes 
down to: This should not be a matter of 
either the Democrats in the Senate or 
the Republicans in the Senate pro-
tecting their President. I will say this: 
If an open, honest, independent inves-
tigation finds anything was done wrong 
under the Clinton administration lead-
ing up to this intelligence failure, so be 
it. If they find anything wrong in this 
intelligence operation under President 
George W. Bush was responsible for 
this breakdown, so be it. 

The American people deserve an hon-
est answer. They are more concerned 
about the safety and security of Amer-
ica than they are about the political 
safety and security of any President. 
And that is exactly the way it should 
be. 

Now, more than ever, intelligence is 
critical. Since 9/11 we understand the 
war on terrorism and its success by the 
United States depends on solid intel-
ligence, acted on responsibly by polit-
ical leaders. We need to ask these hard 
questions, and we need the panel of an 
independent commission that will 
come up with the answers. 

Senator JON CORZINE, my colleague 
from New Jersey, has been proposing 
this independent commission for 
months. I have supported it. Many 
have resisted it, saying we do not need 
it. Well, thank goodness, after Dr. 
Kay’s report, even the White House has 
conceded we need this independent 
commission. I think, frankly, we need 
it now more than ever. 

We need sound and solid intelligence 
gathering. We need it to be evaluated 
in a proper fashion, and we need the po-
litical leaders in America to deal with 
it in a responsible way. We must ask 
the hard questions, whether this has 
been done leading up to the invasion of 
Iraq, and continuing with our war 
against al-Qaida and terrorism ele-
ments all across the United States of 
America and around the world. 

Mrs. BOXER. Will my friend yield for 
a question? 

Mr. DURBIN. I am happy to yield to 
the Senator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. I thank the Senator 
very much for his clear, as usual, lay-
ing out of this issue. I want to pick up 
on the word ‘‘independent,’’ ‘‘inde-
pendent commission.’’ 

Does my friend agree that to get to 
an independent commission, all the 
members should not be appointed by 
the administration that has just been 
part of this error? 

Mr. DURBIN. I say to the Senator 
from California, it is important that 
this be viewed as a nonpartisan effort. 
In order for that to occur, we either 
need to find those people who are be-
yond reproach from the political side 
or make certain there is an appoint-
ment on both sides, Democrats and Re-
publicans working together. 

Why in the world would we allow this 
commission to go forward under the 
shadow of suspicion that it has a par-
tisan agenda? We do not need that. As 
a country, we do not need that. Once 
and for all, we need to turn to men and 
women who have served this country, 
and served it in terms of our national 
defense, and who have no political 
agenda, who are really focused on the 
defense of our country. 

Mrs. BOXER. I would agree with that 
because otherwise I do not think the 
American people will trust the com-
mission. If the commission were to be 
appointed by, say, the majority leader 
of the Senate—certain Members—and 
then the Democratic leader of the Sen-
ate, that is another example. We could 
get a couple from the House Demo-
crats, House Republicans, and then the 
President, and not an artificial date: 
By the way, you can’t come back and 
talk to us until 2005 after the election. 
The American people are very wise. 

So I am really glad the President, as 
you said, has come around to say we 
need to take a look at this. But I think 
the way he is approaching this does not 
pass the smell test for a lot of my folks 
back home. 

Mr. DURBIN. I say to the Senator 
from California, there is another ele-
ment, and that is this matter involving 
former Ambassador Joe Wilson, and his 
wife, who was serving this country in 
an intelligence capacity and whose 
identity was disclosed to columnist 
Robert Novak as part of political ret-
ribution. 

I can tell you, having spoken to peo-
ple who have given their lives to the 
intelligence community, and risked 
their lives for America on a regular 
basis, they were angry and demoralized 
by this leak from the White House. 

I think in order to get the proper an-
swers to the important questions about 
the role of the intelligence community, 
we should try to make it as non-
partisan as possible, try to bring in the 
professionals who are viewed by both 
political parties as people of respect 
and people who ask the right questions, 
so the intelligence community will 
come forward with honest and objec-
tive answers. 
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The bottom line is not who wins this 

political battle in the hearts and minds 
of the American people. The bottom 
line is, who will win in terms of Amer-
ica’s national security and defense. We 
need sound and solid intelligence now 
more than ever. The President’s admis-
sion last week that there was a failure 
of intelligence leading up to the inva-
sion of Iraq has really called on all of 
us to rise above party. 

I think the Senator from California 
and the Senator from South Dakota 
are moving in the right direction to-
ward an independent, bipartisan, and 
nonpartisan approach. I hope we do get 
this done quickly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Under the previous order, there are 10 
minutes allocated to the majority. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the majority be 
given an extra 5 minutes in morning 
business; 5 minutes for Senator KYL, 5 
minutes for Senator LOTT, 5 minutes 
for Senator CHAMBLISS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I express my 

appreciation to the assistant minority 
leader for that request. 

f 

INTELLIGENCE INVESTIGATION 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I think we 
need to respond to some of what has 
been said here this morning because 
the implication is very disturbing. It is 
not just that some of the intelligence 
of the United States—and by the way, 
all of the other intelligence agencies 
around the world might not have been 
totally accurate—but that somebody 
might have been misleading us. That is 
the charge. That is the implication. It 
leads to this notion we could not trust 
the President to look into what might 
have been wrong with the intelligence, 
that there is a ‘‘shadow of suspicion’’ 
here. 

Well, the shadow of suspicion is being 
cast by our colleagues on the other side 
by the innuendo that is throughout the 
comments they have been making here 
this morning and that we have read 
elsewhere. I think that is a very bad 
thing. Especially when our troops are 
fighting abroad trying to win this war 
on terror, to suggest that not only is 
the intelligence we are gathering not 
entirely accurate but that there were 
deliberate attempts by people in the 
administration to mislead the Amer-
ican people, and to mislead the Con-
gress, that, I think, is what is very dis-
turbing. 

What are some of the strains of that? 
I heard one of them on the radio this 
morning: Well, Vice President CHENEY 
went down to the CIA and talked to 
them. He must have been trying to in-
timidate them to come up with some 
preordained conclusion to sort of cook 
the books a little bit. 

There is no evidence of that whatso-
ever. David Kay has discounted that as 

a possibility. Nobody from the intel-
ligence agencies, under questioning, 
has suggested that was the case. 

Indeed, the question is, if the Vice 
President had not gone down to the in-
telligence agencies and asked the 
tough questions of the CIA people, and 
said, are you sure you are correct 
about this, then our friends on the 
other side would be complaining the 
administration did not even bother to 
doublecheck the information. So when 
politics are involved, you cannot win. 
But I do not think we should allow 
these suspicions from the political side 
of things to dictate the kind of action 
we take. 

Another question: Secretary Powell 
went to the CIA. I think he spent some-
thing like 3 days with them, with these 
people going over and over and over the 
evidence, saying: Are you absolutely 
certain of this? And remember, before 
he made his presentation to the United 
Nations, he took some of the material 
out, some of the material he did not 
think was verifiable, that they could 
not nail down well enough. He wanted 
to make sure what he took to the 
United Nations was solid. 

The Vice President and the Secretary 
of State are not the only people who 
have been involved. We have intel-
ligence from other countries, such as 
the Israelis, the British. We have the 
United Nations itself, and the inspec-
tors who came back with their reports. 

At the end of the day, the reason why 
the international community passed 
resolutions asking for Saddam Hussein 
to comply with his commitment to 
come clean on what he had was because 
the whole world thought he had these 
weapons of mass destruction. 

Now, since then, we have not been 
able to find everything. We have found 
some things. But one of the things we 
have not found are the chemical artil-
lery shell warheads. We thought those 
were going to be used against our 
troops. Every day the war occurred, we 
were briefed on the so-called red line, 
the point at which we thought the 
Iraqis were going to shoot artillery 
shells with chemical weapons at our 
troops. Our troops had to put on all the 
heavy equipment in order to try to 
fight through that if, in fact, the at-
tack occurred, and there was some sur-
prise when it did not occur. We had to, 
of course, bomb the warehouses we 
thought it was in. We bombed the artil-
lery pieces. We sent millions of leaflets 
to the commanders saying: Don’t you 
dare fire chemical weapons at our 
troops or we will take you before the 
criminal court when this is all done. 
We disrupted their command and con-
trol, and we thought that is what pre-
vented them from firing those artillery 
shells. But the point is, we thought 
they had them. We thought they were 
going to be used against our troops. 

This was not a matter of the Presi-
dent or the Vice President or anybody 
in the administration trying to mislead 
anybody. Maybe the intelligence was 
not entirely accurate, but I urge my 

colleagues on both sides of the aisle, in 
conducting this debate, to try to do it 
from the higher plain, not from the 
suspicion that the President of the 
United States is trying to deliberately 
mislead the American people, but to 
acknowledge maybe there was some-
thing wrong with part of our intel-
ligence and that is worth looking into.

That is precisely what the President 
has said he wants to have done because 
obviously he is just as concerned about 
this as anybody else is. It is for that 
reason he has asked for an investiga-
tion into the intelligence to find out 
whether it was correct, if it wasn’t, 
why not, and what can we do about 
that in the future. 

I urge my colleagues, in conducting 
this debate, let’s do so from a higher 
plain than one in which we sow the 
seeds of politics and blame and sus-
picion, as has been done around here. 
We can conduct this debate on a much 
higher plain than that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I believe I 
have 5 minutes under the unanimous 
consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Mr. LOTT. I thank Senator KYL and 
Senator REID for making sure we have 
this time. I, too, think we need to 
sober up a little bit and look at the 
facts of what is involved. 

First, it is an election year. Politics 
will come into play in everything we 
do. I don’t mean that necessarily criti-
cally of us or either side. It is a fact. I 
suspect that it is having a hand in 
what we are seeing now. 

Secondly, the fact is, we do have 
some problems with our intelligence 
community. It is not new. It didn’t 
come up over the last 10 months or the 
last 10 years. It probably goes back to 
the mid-1970s when we had the Pike 
and the Church commissions that 
forced changes in the intelligence com-
munity from which we have never 
quite recovered. That is when we start-
ed getting away from human intel-
ligence and relying on satellites and 
computers and technology. That is a 
big problem. 

We can go back and point to things 
we didn’t know or information we 
should have had back in the 1980s and 
1990s that we didn’t have. For us to 
take a look at our intelligence commu-
nity and ask questions about why they 
have not done some things or they 
have gotten some things wrong is per-
fectly legitimate. The most important 
question should be, what are we going 
to do about it? Instead of pointing the 
finger of blame, trying to put some 
scalp on the wall and say: We nailed 
somebody because this information 
may not have been completely accu-
rate, we should ask: What did we 
know? Did we need to know more? 
Were there inaccuracies? If so, what 
were they, and what are we going to do 
about it? Do we need to completely re-
construct our intelligence community? 
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Do we need to make some changes at 
the head of some of these agencies? I 
don’t know yet. But that should be our 
approach because we are going to need 
our intelligence community. We need 
it this very day. 

Senator KYL was making the point. 
Our troops are in the field today all 
over the world, particularly in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. They are working with 
the intelligence community today to 
try to make sure they know what is 
going on and what is happening, what 
the threats are. We don’t want to un-
dermine them. At the same time, if we 
are going to make improvements or 
changes, the sooner we can do it, the 
better. 

The other thing is, what did we 
know. It is almost as if there were no 
weapons of mass destruction. We knew 
they had weapons of mass destruc-
tion—chemical, biological. They tried 
to get nuclear capability. We know 
they killed their own people. They used 
chemical weapons on the Iranians. I 
was talking to a constituent this morn-
ing who was in Bazra back in the early 
1990s, who talked about how simple it 
was to produce chlorine gas. Yet if you 
looked at the plant, you could be told, 
this is just a plastics plant. But it is 
very simple to make chlorine gas. It is 
very toxic, and that was what was 
used, I believe, against the Iranians. So 
we know they had these weapons of 
mass destruction. 

Did they dismantle them, destroy 
them? Where did they destroy them? 
Why did Saddam Hussein give out bad 
information? Was he being lied to? Yes. 
Was he lying to the world community? 
Yes. There are all kinds of problems or 
questions such as that.

Did they move these weapons to 
Syria, Iran? We know they had them. 
That is a fact. We still don’t know ex-
actly what happened to them, and that 
is a danger. 

What are we going to do about it? 
Let’s become a government of commis-
sions. It is really easy. Pass it off to a 
commission—the base-closure proce-
dure, the 9/11 investigation, Social Se-
curity, intelligence. Let the Congress 
just say: We know nothing; we see 
nothing; we hear nothing. Let’s let 
somebody else do it. 

By the way, I have watched these 
commissions. Just because you have 
Republicans and Democrats, are you 
going to call them independent? How 
about an independent commission set 
up by the President that might have 
people who weren’t clearly Republican 
or Democrat? How about experts on in-
telligence, people who have been at the 
CIA and the FBI, people who are not 
identified in the political area? If you 
want a real independent commission, 
that might be the way to do it. 

I have another question: Why don’t 
we do our own work? What do we have 
the intelligence committee for? The 
more I am on there, the more I think 
maybe we should not have it the way it 
is presently constituted. We are not 
going to wait for the Senate Intel-

ligence Committee to put out its re-
port. We are not going to wait on the 
House, bipartisan, Select Intelligence 
Committee to put out its report. No, 
we are going to rush pellmell and cre-
ate a commission before we even see 
the report. 

I suspect the report from the Senate 
Intelligence Committee is going to be 
more aggressive than a lot of people 
might think. I think we are going to 
ask a lot of legitimate questions. How 
about letting the Iraqi survey team, 
the group that is out there still look-
ing, do their work. But, no, it is a po-
litical year. We are going to use this to 
question all kinds of people. 

The President got information on 
which he relied. The Senate got infor-
mation it relied on. If there was inac-
curate information, we ought to find 
out why and determine what we are 
going to do about it. We need to back 
off a little bit because we are dealing 
with people’s lives. How we act in the 
intelligence area is going to be very 
important in the next few months. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. I thank the Sen-

ator from Arizona and the Senator 
from Mississippi for including me in 
this time because this is the most crit-
ical issue, obviously, facing not just 
the administration but the American 
public today. It is an issue which has 
already been adequately addressed, but 
it is not a new issue. 

The fact of failures within the intel-
ligence community is not something 
newly discovered. We knew following 9/
11 that there were deficiencies within 
our intelligence community that prob-
ably allowed September 11 to happen. 
What have we done since that time? 

As the Senator from Mississippi said: 
It was time to step up to the plate 
after 9/11, fix the problems. That is 
what we did in a bipartisan way, and 
we have done that since that point in 
time. 

Now we are moving into an election 
year, and we are seeing sniping for po-
litical reasons and not solving prob-
lems for the right reasons. The problem 
continues to be out there, the problem 
of deficiencies within the intelligence 
community. It is not new. It is the 
same problem. It is a little bit different 
area. 

We, as Members of this body and as 
Members of the House of Representa-
tives, have an obligation to the Amer-
ican people to find out what went 
wrong. But let’s not politicize it. Let’s 
figure out what was wrong. By the way, 
when you look at the deficiencies in 
our intelligence community and you 
try to point the finger at them, you 
can’t stop there. If you are going to 
point it at our intelligence community, 
what about the French intelligence 
community that believed exactly the 
same thing as our intel community? 
What about the German community, 
the British community? Every intel-
ligence agency in the world had the 

same information and the same facts 
that we had. 

Our President was presented with the 
facts that every other head of state 
was presented, but it was the Ameri-
cans who were the target of the bad 
guys around the world. It was the 
Americans who were the victims on 
September 11 and were the potential 
victims thereafter. Our President exer-
cised good, sound judgment based upon 
the information that he had and based 
upon the information that every other 
head of state had. 

We can talk about the fact that we 
ought not to politicize the commission 
but we have, in fact, politicized the 
issue. There is a major, fundamental 
difference in trying to say that intel-
ligence was faulty and at the same 
time trying to intimate that this ad-
ministration exercised misleading acts. 
That is something entirely different, 
and that is an issue that we can debate 
long and hard. But it is simply not a 
fact substantiated by any of the evi-
dence. Whereas the fact that Saddam 
Hussein possessed weapons of mass de-
struction had been substantiated time 
and time again since 1992, as the Sen-
ator from Mississippi delineated. It has 
been substantiated by intelligence 
communities from every other country 
in the world up until the time the Iraqi 
conflict began. There was no mis-
leading on the part of this administra-
tion based upon the facts with which 
they were presented. 

Let me address one item in par-
ticular that the Senator from Illinois 
stated. He and I both serve on the In-
telligence Committee. This issue rel-
ative to the UAVs and the possible—I 
emphasize ‘‘possible’’—use by Saddam 
Hussein of UAVs to distribute biologi-
cal weapons being an issue:

He knows good and well that we re-
ceived information that indicated it 
was a possibility. We don’t know for 
sure that was their intention, but we 
know good and well that it was a possi-
bility. 

So we could go down the line item by 
item with each of the statements that 
have been made. I will go back and con-
clude with what the Senator from Mis-
sissippi said. We can argue and take 10 
minutes on each side to discuss this, 
but what the American people expect is 
leadership. What this administration is 
exhibiting is leadership. This body 
ought to do the same. We ought to ex-
ercise leadership to the American peo-
ple because that is what we were sent 
here to do. We could come together and 
say we know what happened; now let’s 
find the answer; let’s figure out what 
the solution is to the problem at hand 
within our intelligence community in a 
bipartisan way, and nobody disputes 
that is the way we ought to act. 

I say what we need to do is quit de-
bating the issue and move forward now 
with finding out what the problem was, 
and let’s do what is in the best interest 
of the American people, and that is 
continue to work hard to make Amer-
ica a safe place. 
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I yield the floor. 

f 

SAFE, ACCOUNTABLE, FLEXIBLE, 
AND EFFICIENT TRANSPOR-
TATION EQUITY ACT OF 2003—MO-
TION TO PROCEED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the hour of 10:30 
having arrived, the Senate will resume 
consideration of the motion to proceed 
to S. 1072, which the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows:

Motion to proceed to consideration of S. 
1072, a bill to authorize funds for Federal-aid 
highways, highway safety programs, and 
transit programs, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion to proceed is agreed to. 

f 

SAFE, ACCOUNTABLE, FLEXIBLE, 
AND EFFICIENT TRANSPOR-
TATION EQUITY ACT OF 2003 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (S. 1072) to authorize funds for Fed-

eral-aid highways, highway safety programs, 
and transit programs, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, with an 
amendment to strike all after the enacting 
clause and inserting in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing:

(Strike the part shown in black 
brackets and insert the part shown in 
Italic.)

S. 1072
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled,
øSECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

ø(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited 
as the ‘‘Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Effi-
cient Transportation Equity Act of 2003’’. 

ø(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:
øSec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
øSec. 2. Definitions. 

øTITLE I—FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
øSubtitle A—Funding 

øSec. 1101. Authorization of appropriations. 
øSec. 1102. Obligation ceiling. 
øSec. 1103. Apportionments. 
øSec. 1104. Minimum guarantee. 
øSec. 1105. Revenue aligned budget author-

ity. 
øSubtitle B—New Programs 

øSec. 1201. Infrastructure performance and 
maintenance program. 

øSec. 1202. Clarify federal-aid eligibility for 
certain security projects. 

øSec. 1203. Future of the Interstate Highway 
System. 

øSec. 1204. Military vehicle access (oversize 
and overweight vehicles; ––re-
lief from tolls). 

øSec. 1205. Freight transportation gateways; 
freight intermodal connections. 

øSec. 1206. Authority for alternative time-
saving procedures for ––critical 
transportation security 
projects. 

øSubtitle C—Finance 
øSec. 1301. Federal share. 
øSec. 1302. Transfer of highway and transit 

funds. 
øSec. 1303. State infrastructure bank pilot 

program. 

øSec. 1304. Transportation Infrastructure Fi-
nance and Innovation Act ––
(TIFIA) Amendments. 

øSec. 1305. International registration plan 
and international fuel tax 
agreement facilitation. 

øSec. 1306. Commercialized rest area pilot 
projects. 

øSec. 1307. Highway use tax evasion 
projects. 

øSubtitle D—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Safety 

øSec. 1401. National highway safety goal; na-
tional Blue Ribbon Commission 
on Highway Safety. 

øSec. 1402. Highway Safety Improvement 
Program. 

øSec. 1403. Operation lifesaver. 
øSec. 1404. Highway safety programs; certifi-

cation of public road mileage. 
øSubtitle E—Program Efficiencies and 

Improvements—Planning 
øSec. 1501. Metropolitan planning. 
øSec. 1502. Statewide planning. 
øSec. 1503. State planning and research. 
øSec. 1504. Critical real property acquisi-

tion. 
øSec. 1505. Planning capacity building ini-

tiative. 
øSubtitle F—Program Efficiencies and 

Improvements—Environment 
øSec. 1601. Congestion Mitigation and Air 

Quality Improvement Program. 
øSec. 1602. Efficient environmental reviews 

for project decisionmaking. 
øSec. 1603. Assumption of responsibility for 

categorical exclusions. 
øSec. 1604. Section 4(f) policy on lands, wild-

life and waterfowl refuges, and 
historic sites. 

øSec. 1605. National Scenic Byways Pro-
gram. 

øSec. 1606. Recreational Trails Program. 
øSec. 1607. Exemption of the Interstate Sys-

tem. 
øSec. 1608. Modifications to NHS/STP for 

invasive species, wetlands, 
brownfields, and environmental 
restoration. 

øSec. 1609. Standards. 
øSec. 1610. Use of HOV lanes. 
øSec. 1611. Bicycle transportation and pedes-

trian walkways. 
øSec. 1612. Transportation, energy, and envi-

ronment. 
øSec. 1613. Idling reduction facilities in 

interstate rights-of-way. 
øSec. 1614. Appropriation for transportation 

purposes of lands or interest in 
lands owned by the United 
States. 

øSec. 1615. Toll programs. 
øSec. 1616. Ozone standards, particulate 

matter standards, and regional 
haze program. 

øSec. 1617. Indemnification on certain 
railbanked projects. 

øSubtitle G.—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Operations 

øSec. 1701. Transportation systems manage-
ment and operations. 

øSec. 1702. Real-Time System Management 
Information Program. 

øSec. 1703. Intelligent transportation sys-
tems performance incentive 
program. 

øSec. 1704. Commercial vehicle information 
systems and networks deploy-
ment. 

øSubtitle H—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Federal-Aid Stewardship 

øSec. 1801. Surface Transportation System 
Performance Pilot Program. 

øSec. 1802. Stewardship and oversight. 
øSec. 1803. Emergency relief. 

øSec. 1804. Federal Lands Highways Pro-
gram. 

øSec. 1805. Appalachian Development High-
way System. 

øSec. 1806. Multi-State Corridor Planning 
Program. 

øSec. 1807. Border Planning, Operations, and 
Technology Program. 

øSec. 1808. Territorial Highway Program 
amendments. 

øSec. 1809. Future interstate system routes. 
øSec. 1810. Donations and credits. 
øSec. 1811. Disadvantaged business enter-

prises. 
øSec. 1812. Highway Bridge Program. 
øSec. 1813. Design-build. 
øSec. 1814. International ferries. 
øSec. 1815. Assumption of responsibility for 

transportation enhancements, 
recreational trails, and Trans-
portation and Community and 
System Preservation Program 
projects. 

øSec. 1816. Transportation, Community, and 
System Preservation Program. 

øSec. 1817. Program efficiencies—Finance. 
øSubtitle I—Technical Corrections to Title 

23, U.S.C. 
øSec. 1901. Repeal or update of obsolete text. 
øSec. 1902. Clarification of date. 
øSec. 1903. Inclusion of requirements for 

signs identifying funding 
sources in title 23. 

øSec. 1904. Inclusion of ‘‘Buy America’’ re-
quirements in title 23. 

øSec. 1905. Technical amendments to 23 
U.S.C. 140—Nondiscrimination. 

øSec. 1906. Federal share payable for 
projects for elimination of haz-
ards of railway-highway cross-
ings. 

øTITLE II—HIGHWAY SAFETY

øSec. 2001. Highway safety programs. 
øSec. 2002. Highway safety research and de-

velopment. 
øSec. 2003. Emergency medical services. 
øSec. 2004. State traffic safety information 

system improvements. 
øSec. 2005. Authorization of appropriations. 
øSec. 2006. Repeal of obsolete provisions of 

title 23. 

øTITLE III—FEDERAL TRANSIT 
ADMINISTRATION PROGRAMS 

øSec. 3001. Short title. 
øSec. 3002. Updated terminology; amend-

ments to title 49, United States 
Code. 

øSec. 3003. Policies, findings, and purposes. 
øSec. 3004. Definitions. 
øSec. 3005. Metropolitan planning. 
øSec. 3006. Statewide planning. 
øSec. 3007. Planning programs. 
øSec. 3008. Private enterprise participation. 
øSec. 3009. Urbanized Area Public Transpor-

tation Formula Grants Pro-
gram. 

øSec. 3010. Formula grants for other than 
urbanized areas. 

øSec. 3011. New Freedom program. 
øSec. 3012. Major capital investment pro-

gram. 
øSec. 3013. Research, development, dem-

onstration, and deployment 
projects. 

øSec. 3014. Cooperative research grant pro-
gram. 

øSec. 3015. National research programs. 
øSec. 3016. National Transit Institute. 
øSec. 3017. Bus testing facility. 
øSec. 3018. Bicycle facilities. 
øSec. 3019. Suspended light rail technology 

pilot project. 
øSec. 3020. General provisions on assistance. 
øSec. 3021. Special provisions for capital 

projects. 
øSec. 3022. Contract requirements. 
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øSec. 3023. Human resources programs. 
øSec. 3024. Project management oversight 

and review. 
øSec. 3025. Project review. 
øSec. 3026. Investigations of safety and secu-

rity risk. 
øSec. 3027. State safety oversight. 
øSec. 3028. Sensitive security information. 
øSec. 3029. Terrorist attacks and other acts 

of violence against public 
transportation systems. 

øSec. 3030. Controlled substances and alco-
hol misuse testing. 

øSec. 3031. Employee protective arrange-
ments. 

øSec. 3032. Administrative procedures. 
øSec. 3033. Reports and audits. 
øSec. 3034. Apportionments of appropria-

tions for formula grants. 
øSec. 3035. Apportionments based on fixed 

guideway factors. 
øSec. 3036. Authorizations. 
øSec. 3037. National parks and public lands 

legacy project. 
øSec. 3038. Over-the-road bus accessibility 

program. 
øSec. 3039. Formula grants for special needs 

of elderly individuals and indi-
viduals with disabilities. 

øSec. 3040. Job access and reverse commute. 
øTITLE IV—MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 

øSec. 4001. Authorization of appropriations. 
øSec. 4002. Motor carrier safety grants. 
øSec. 4003. Hobbs Act. 
øSec. 4004. Penalty for denial of access to 

records. 
øSec. 4005. Medical review board and med-

ical examiners. 
øSec. 4006. Enforcement of household goods 

regulations. 
øSec. 4007. Registration of commercial 

motor carriers, freight for-
warders, and brokers. 

øSec. 4008. Financial responsibility for pri-
vate motor carriers. 

øSec. 4009. Increased penalties for out-of-
service violations and false 
records. 

øSec. 4010. Elimination of commodity and 
service exemptions. 

øSec. 4011. Intrastate operations of inter-
state motor carriers. 

øSec. 4012. Authority to stop commercial 
motor vehicles. 

øSec. 4013. Pattern of safety violations by 
motor carrier management. 

øSec. 4014. Motor carrier research and tech-
nology program. 

øSec. 4015. International cooperation. 
øSec. 4016. Performance and Registration In-

formation System Management 
(PRISM). 

øSec. 4017. Information systems and data 
analysis. 

øSec. 4018. Outreach and education. 
øTITLE V—TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 

AND EDUCATION 
øSubtitle A—Funding 

øSec. 5101. Authorization of appropriations. 
øSubtitle B—Research, Technology, and 

Education 
øSec. 5201. Research, technology, and edu-

cation. 
øSec. 5202. Surface transportation environ-

ment and planning cooperative 
research program. 

øSec. 5203. Long-term bridge performance 
program; innovative bridge re-
search and deployment pro-
gram. 

øSec. 5204. Technology deployment. 
øSec. 5205. Training and education. 
øSec. 5206. Advanced travel forecasting pro-

cedures program. 
øSubtitle C—Multimodal Research 

Programs; Scholarship Opportunities 
øSec. 5301. University transportation re-

search. 

øSec. 5302. Multimodal research program. 
øSec. 5303. Commercial remote sensing prod-

ucts. 
øSec. 5304. Transportation scholarship op-

portunities program. 
øSubtitle D—Transportation Data and 

Analysis 
øSec. 5401. Bureau of transportation statis-

tics. 
øSubtitle E—Intelligent Transportation 

Systems Research 
øSec. 5501. Short title. 
øSec. 5502. Goals and purposes. 
øSec. 5503. General authorities and require-

ments. 
øSec. 5504. National architecture and stand-

ards. 
øSec. 5505. Research and development. 
øSec. 5506. Use of funds. 
øSec. 5507. Definitions. 
øSec. 5508. Repeal. 

øTITLE VI—TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING; INTERMODAL FACILITIES 

øSec. 6001. Transportation planning. 
øSec. 6002. Intermodal passenger facilities. 

øTITLE VII—MISCELLANEOUS 
øSubtitle A—Railroads 

øSec. 7101. Rail corridor planning. 
øSec. 7102. High speed rail authorizations. 

øSubtitle B—Miscellaneous Technical 
Corrections to Title 49

øSec. 7201. Correction of obsolete references 
to Interstate Commerce Com-
mission. 

øSubtitle C—Hazardous Material 
Transportation 

øSec. 7301. Definitions. 
øSec. 7302. Representations and tampering 

with hazardous material– pack-
aging. 

øSec. 7303. Hazardous material transpor-
tation safety and security. 

øSec. 7304. Administrative authority for 
transportation service and ––in-
frastructure assurance re-
search. 

øSec. 7305. Postal Service Civil Penalty Au-
thority. 

øSec. 7306. Registration. 
øSec. 7307. Shipping paper retention. 
øSec. 7308. Planning and training grants. 
øSec. 7309. Enforcement. 
øSec. 7310. Penalties. 
øSec. 7311. Emergency waiver of preemption. 
øSec. 7312. Judicial review. 
øSubtitle D—Sanitary Food Transportation 

øSec. 7401. Short title. 
øSec. 7402. Responsibilities of the Secretary 

of Health and Human Services. 
øSec. 7403. Department of Transportation 

Requirements. 
øSec. 7404. Effective date of the subtitle. 

øSubtitle E—Sport Fishing and Boating 
Safety 

øSec. 7501. Sport fish restoration account 
amendments. 

øTITLE VIII—TRANSPORTATION DISCRE-
TIONARY SPENDING GUARANTEE AND 
BUDGET OFFSETS 

øSec. 8101. Discretionary spending cat-
egories. 

øSec. 8102. Level of obligation limitations. 
øSec. 8103. Effectiveness of title.
øTITLE IX—AMENDMENTS OF INTERNAL 

REVENUE CODE OF 1986
øSec. 9001. Short title; amendment of 1986 

Code. 
øSec. 9002. Extension of highway-related 

taxes and trust fund. 
øSec. 9003. Extension of tax benefits for al-

cohol fuels. 
øSec. 9004. Private activity bonds for surface 

transportation infrastructure. 

øSec. 9005. All alcohol fuel taxes transferred 
to highway trust fund. 

øSec. 9006. Transfer from highway trust fund 
to boat safety account. 

øSec. 9007. Extension of small-engine fuel 
taxes transferred to sport ––fish 
restoration account. 

øSec. 9008. Technical correction. 
øSec. 9009. Transfer by registered pipeline, 

vessel, or barge required for 
fuel tax exemption of bulk 
transfers to registered termi-
nals or refineries; display of 
registration requirement. 

øSec. 9010. Returns filed electronically. 
øSec. 9011. Civil penalty for refusal of entry. 
øSec. 9012. Requirement of tax payment 

decal; elimination of install-
ment payments of highway use 
tax. 

øSec. 9013. Additional rules regarding in-
spections of records.–

øSEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 
øIn this Act, the following definitions 

apply: 
ø(1) METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZA-

TION.—The term ‘‘metropolitan planning or-
ganization’’ has the meaning such term has 
under section 5203(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, as added by section 6001 of this 
Act. 

ø(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Transportation. 

ø(3) TRANSPORTATION EQUITY ACT FOR THE 
21ST CENTURY.—The term ‘‘Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century’’ means the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury, Public Law 105–178, as amended by the 
TEA 21 Restoration Act, title IX of Public 
Law 105–206. 

øTITLE I—FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
øSubtitle A—Funding 

øSEC. 1101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The following sums are 
authorized to be appropriated out of the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account): 

ø(1) INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.—
For the Interstate maintenance program 
under section 119 of title 23, United States 
Code, $4,100,000,000 for fiscal years 2004 and 
2005, $4,200,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, 
$4,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, $4,500,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, and $4,700,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2009. 

ø(2) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—For the 
National Highway System under section 103 
of such title $5,000,000,000 for fiscal years 2004 
and 2005, $5,100,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, 
$5,200,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, $5,400,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, and $5,500,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2009. 

ø(3) BRIDGE PROGRAM.—For the bridge pro-
gram under section 144 of such title 
$3,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, $3,500,000,000 
for fiscal year 2005, $3,700,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2006, $3,800,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, 
$3,900,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, and 
$4,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

ø(4) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM.—
For the surface transportation program 
under section 133 of such title $5,102,000,000 
for fiscal year 2004, $5,202,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2005, $5,402,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, 
$5,514,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, $5,714,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, and $5,807,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2009. 

ø(5) CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUAL-
ITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.—For the conges-
tion mitigation and air quality improvement 
program under section 149 of such title 
$1,100,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, $1,462,000,000 
for fiscal year 2005, $1,500,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2006, $1,600,000,000 for fiscal years 2007 
through 2009. 

ø(6) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-
GRAM.—For the highway safety improvement 
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program under section 150 of such title 
$1,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, $1,100,000,000 
for fiscal year 2005, $1,200,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2006, $1,300,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, 
$1,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, and 
$1,500,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

ø(7) APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY 
SYSTEM PROGRAM.—For the Appalachian de-
velopment highway system program under 
section 201 of the Appalachian Regional De-
velopment Act of 1965 (40 U.S.C. App.) 
$450,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

ø(8) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM.—For 
the recreational trails program under sec-
tion 206 of such title $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(9) FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAYS PROGRAM.—
ø(A) INDIAN RESERVATION ROADS.—For In-

dian reservation roads under section 204 of 
such title $333,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009. 

ø(B) RECREATION ROADS.—For recreation 
roads under section 204 of such title 
$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

ø(C) PARK ROADS AND PARKWAYS.—For park 
roads and parkways under section 204 of such 
title, $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, 
$310,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, and 
$320,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 
through 2009. 

ø(D) REFUGE ROADS.—For refuge roads 
under section 204 of such title $30,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(E) FOREST HIGHWAYS.—For forest high-
ways under section 204 of such title 
$200,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

ø(F) SAFETY.—For safety under section 204 
of such title $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(10) MULTI-STATE CORRIDOR PLANNING PRO-
GRAM.—For the multi-state corridor plan-
ning program under section 1806 of this Act 
$76,500,000 for fiscal year 2004 and $84,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2005 through 2009. 

ø(11) BORDER PLANNING, OPERATIONS, AND 
TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM.—For the border plan-
ning, operations, and technology program 
under section 1807 of this Act $76,500,000 for 
fiscal year 2004 and $84,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2005 through 2009. 

ø(12) NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAYS PROGRAM.—
For the national scenic byways program 
under section 162 of title 23, United States 
Code, $31,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009.

ø(13) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYS-
TEMS PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE PROGRAM.—For 
carrying out the intelligent transportation 
systems performance incentive program 
under section 1703 of this Act, $135,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(14) HIGHWAY USE TAX EVASION PROJECTS.—
For highway use tax evasion projects under 
section 143 of such title, $26,550,000 for fiscal 
year 2004, $54,500,000 for each of fiscal years 
2005 and 2006, $44,500,000 for fiscal year 2007, 
and $11,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
and 2009. 

ø(15) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INFORMATION 
SYSTEMS AND NETWORKS DEPLOYMENT.—For 
carrying out the Commercial Vehicle Infor-
mation Systems and Networks Deployment 
program under section 1704 of this Act, 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

ø(16) INFRASTRUCTURE PERFORMANCE AND 
MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.—For carrying out 
the infrastructure performance and mainte-
nance program under section 1201 of this Act, 
$1,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 
øSEC. 1102. OBLIGATION CEILING. 

ø(a) GENERAL LIMITATION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, but sub-

ject to subsections (f) and (g), the obligations 
for Federal-aid highway and highway safety 
construction programs shall not exceed—

ø(1) $29,293,948,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø(2) $30,265,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø(3) $31,326,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø(4) $32,257,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø(5) $33,104,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø(6) $33,903,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitations under 

subsection (a) shall not apply to obligations 
under—

ø(1) section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; 

ø(2) section 147 of the Surface Transpor-
tation Assistance Act of 1978; 

ø(3) section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981; 

ø(4) sections 131(b) and 131(j) of the Surface 
Transportation Assistance Act of 1982; 

ø(5) sections 149(b) and 149(c) of the Surface 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation As-
sistance Act of 1987; 

ø(6) sections 1103 through 1108 of the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
of 1991; 

ø(7) section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code, as in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of the Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21st Century; 

ø(8) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (but, for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009), only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 per fiscal year; and 

ø(9) for Federal-aid highway programs for 
which obligation authority was made avail-
able under the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century or subsequent public 
laws for multiple years or to remain avail-
able until used, but only to the extent that 
such obligation authority has not lapsed or 
been used. 

ø(c) DISTRIBUTION OF OBLIGATION AUTHOR-
ITY.—For each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2009, the Secretary shall—

ø(1) reserve obligation authority provided 
by subsection (a) for such fiscal year for 
amounts authorized for administrative ex-
penses, programs funded from the adminis-
trative takedown authorized by section 
104(a) of title 23, United States Code, the in-
frastructure performance and maintenance 
program, and for each of the programs that 
are allocated by the Secretary under this 
Act and title 23, United States Code; 

ø(2) reserve the obligation authority pro-
vided by subsection (a) less the amounts re-
served under paragraph (1) for section 201 of 
the Appalachian Regional Development Act 
of 1965, and $2,000,000,000 for such fiscal year 
under section 105 of such title (relating to 
minimum guarantee); and 

ø(3) distribute the obligation authority 
provided by subsection (a) less the aggregate 
amounts not reserved under paragraph (1) 
and (2) for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety construction programs (other than 
the minimum guarantee program, but only 
to the extent that amounts apportioned for 
the minimum guarantee program for such 
fiscal year exceed $2,639,000,000, and the Ap-
palachian development highway system pro-
gram) that are apportioned by the Secretary 
under this Act and title 23, United States 
Code, in the ratio that—

ø(A) sums authorized to be appropriated 
for such programs that are apportioned to 
each State for such fiscal year, bear to 

ø(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for such programs that are ap-
portioned to all States for such fiscal year. 

ø(d) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (c), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009, revise a dis-
tribution of the obligation authority made 
available under subsection (c) if a State will 
not obligate the amount distributed during 

that fiscal year and redistribute sufficient 
amounts to those States able to obligate 
amounts in addition to those previously dis-
tributed during that fiscal year, giving pri-
ority to those States having large unobli-
gated balances of funds apportioned under 
sections 104 and 144 of title 23, United States 
Code. 

ø(e) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.—Obligation limitations imposed by 
subsection (a) shall apply to transportation 
research programs carried out under chapter 
5 of title 23, United States Code, and under 
title V of this Act; except that obligation au-
thority made available for such programs 
under such limitations shall remain avail-
able for a period of 3 fiscal years and shall be 
in addition to the amount of any limitation 
imposed on obligations for Federal-aid high-
way and highway safety construction pro-
grams for future fiscal years. 

ø(f) SPECIAL RULE.—Obligation authority 
distributed for a fiscal year under subsection 
(c)(2) for a section set forth in subsection 
(c)(2) shall remain available until used for 
obligation of funds for such section and shall 
be in addition to the amount of any limita-
tion imposed on obligations for Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction 
programs for future fiscal years. 

ø(g) ADJUSTMENT IN OBLIGATION LIMIT.—
Limitations on obligations imposed by sub-
section (a) for a fiscal year shall be adjusted 
by an amount equal to the amount deter-
mined pursuant to section 251(b)(1)(B) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 for such fiscal year, as 
amended by this Act. Any such adjustment 
shall be distributed in accordance with this 
section. 

ø(h) LIMITATIONS ON OBLIGATIONS FOR AD-
MINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the total amount 
of all obligations under section 104(a) of title 
23, United States Code, shall not exceed—

ø(1) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø(2) $380,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø(3) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø(4) $420,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø(5) $440,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø(6) $460,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

øSEC. 1103. APPORTIONMENTS. 
ø(a) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Section 

104(a) of title 23, United States Code, as 
amended by this Act, is further amended in 
paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘1 1/6’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘1.4’’. 

ø(b) METROPOLITAN PLANNING.—Section 
104(f) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘not to 
exceed’’; and by striking ‘‘authorized under 
this title’’ and inserting ‘‘identified in such 
subsection, except for the Federal lands 
highway program and the Appalachian devel-
opment highway program’’; 

ø(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘per cen-
tum’’ and inserting ‘‘percent’’; 

ø(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘These 
funds shall be matched in accordance with 
section 120(b) unless the Secretary deter-
mines that the interests of the Federal-aid 
highway program would be best served with-
out such matching.’’ and inserting ‘‘Any 
funds that are not used to carry out section 
134 of this title may be made available by a 
metropolitan planning organization to the 
State to fund activities under section 135.’’; 
and 

ø(4) by adding the following after para-
graph (5): 

ø‘‘(6) FEDERAL SHARE.—Funds apportioned 
to a State under this subsection shall be 
matched in accordance with section 120(b) 
unless the Secretary determines that the in-
terests of the Federal-aid highway program 
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would be best served without such match-
ing.’’. 

ø(c) STATE DEFINED.—Section 1103(n) of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury (Public Law 105–178) is repealed. 

ø(d) EXECUTIVE OFFICE COMPLEX.—Section 
104 of title 23, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding after subsection (q), as added by 
this Act, the following: 

ø‘‘(r) EXECUTIVE OFFICE COMPLEX.—On Oc-
tober 1 of each fiscal year for fiscal years 
2004 through 2009, the Secretary, after mak-
ing the deductions authorized by subsections 
(a) and (f), shall set aside $2,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2004 through 2006, $14,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2007 and 2008, and 
$7,000,000 for fiscal year 2009 of the remaining 
funds authorized to be appropriated under 
subsection (b)(3) for the preferred option de-
termined by a study for highway access near 
the Executive Office complex.’’. 

ø(e) ALASKA HIGHWAY.—Section 104(b)(1)(A) 
of title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘$18,800,000 for each of fiscal years 
1998 through 2002 for the Alaska Highway’’ 
and substituting ‘‘$18,800,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2004 through 2009 for the Alaska 
Highway’’. 
øSEC. 1104. MINIMUM GUARANTEE. 

øSection 105 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 105. Minimum guarantee 

ø‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—For each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary shall 
allocate among the States amounts suffi-
cient to ensure that each State’s percentage 
of the total apportionments for such fiscal 
year of Interstate maintenance, national 
highway system, bridge, congestion mitiga-
tion and air quality improvement, surface 
transportation, highway safety improve-
ment, minimum guarantee, Appalachian de-
velopment highway system, infrastructure 
performance and maintenance, and rec-
reational trails programs shall equal the per-
centage listed for each State in subsection 
(b). The minimum amount allocated to a 
State listed in subsection (b) under this sec-
tion for a fiscal year shall be $1,000,000. 

ø‘‘(b) STATE PERCENTAGES.—The percent-
age referred to in subsection (a) for a State 
shall be determined in accordance with the 
following table:
ø‘‘States: Percentage: 

øAlabama .................................. 2.0269
øAlaska ..................................... 1.1915
øArizona .................................... 1.5581
øArkansas ................................. 1.3214
øCalifornia ................................ 9.1962
øColorado .................................. 1.1673
øConnecticut ............................. 1.5186
øDelaware ................................. 0.4424
øDistrict of Columbia ............... 0.3956
øFlorida .................................... 4.6176
øGeorgia ................................... 3.5104
øHawaii ..................................... 0.5177
øIdaho ....................................... 0.7718
øIllinois .................................... 3.3819
øIndiana .................................... 2.3588
øIowa ........................................ 1.2020
øKansas ..................................... 1.1717
øKentucky ................................ 1.7365
øLouisiana ................................ 1.5900
øMaine ...................................... 0.5263
øMaryland ................................. 1.5087
øMassachusetts ......................... 1.8638
øMichigan ................................. 3.1535
øMinnesota ............................... 1.4993
øMississippi .............................. 1.2186
øMissouri .................................. 2.3615
øMontana .................................. 0.9929
øNebraska ................................. 0.7768
øNevada .................................... 0.7248
øNew Hampshire ....................... 0.5163
øNew Jersey .............................. 2.5816
øNew Mexico ............................. 0.9884
øNew York ................................ 5.1628

0655ø‘‘States: Percentage: 
øNorth Carolina ........................ 2.8298
øNorth Dakota .......................... 0.6553
øOhio ......................................... 3.4257
øOklahoma ................................ 1.5419
øOregon ..................................... 1.2183
øPennsylvania .......................... 4.9887
øRhode Island ........................... 0.5958
øSouth Carolina ........................ 1.5910
øSouth Dakota .......................... 0.7149
øTennessee ................................ 2.2646
øTexas ....................................... 7.2131
øUtah ........................................ 0.7831
øVermont .................................. 0.4573
øVirginia ................................... 2.5627
øWashington ............................. 1.7875
øWest Virginia .......................... 1.1319
øWisconsin ................................ 1.9916
øWyoming ................................. 0.6951.
ø‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULE.—The Secretary shall 

allocate to Puerto Rico $1,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. Such amounts 
shall be subject to the provisions in para-
graph (d) of this section. 

ø‘‘(d) TREATMENT OF FUNDS.— 
ø‘‘(1) PROGRAMMATIC DISTRIBUTION.—The 

Secretary shall apportion 50 percent of the 
amounts made available under this section 
so that the amount apportioned to each 
State under this paragraph for each program 
referred to in subsection (a) (other than met-
ropolitan planning, minimum guarantee, Ap-
palachian development highway system, in-
frastructure performance and maintenance, 
and recreational trails programs) is equal to 
the amount determined by multiplying the 
amount to be apportioned under this para-
graph by the ratio that—

ø‘‘(A) the amount of funds apportioned to 
each State for each program referred to in 
subsection (a) (other than metropolitan 
planning, minimum guarantee, Appalachian 
development highway system, infrastructure 
performance and maintenance, and rec-
reational trails programs) for a fiscal year; 
bears to 

ø‘‘(B) the total amount of funds appor-
tioned to each State for all such programs 
for such fiscal year. 

ø‘‘(2) REMAINING DISTRIBUTION.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate the remainder of funds 
made available under this section to the 
States for use in accordance with section 133; 
except that requirements of paragraphs (1) 
and (2) of section 133(d) shall not apply to 
amounts apportioned pursuant to this para-
graph. 

ø‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION.—There are author-
ized to be appropriated out of the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) such sums as may be necessary to 
carry out this section for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009. 

ø‘‘(f) GUARANTEE OF 90.5 PERCENTAGE RE-
TURN.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Before making any ap-
portionment under this title for each of fis-
cal years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary 
shall adjust the percentages in the table in 
subsection (b) to reflect the estimated per-
centage of estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in each State paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the latest fiscal 
year for which data is available, to ensure 
that no State’s percentage return from such 
Trust Fund is less than 90.5 percent of the 
State’s percentage contribution. 

ø‘‘(2) CONFORMING ADJUSTMENTS.—After 
making any adjustments under paragraph (1) 
for a fiscal year, the Secretary shall adjust 
the remaining percentages in the table set 
forth in subsection (b) to ensure that the 
total of the percentages in the table, as ad-
justed, do not exceed 100 percent for such fis-
cal year. 

ø‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON ADJUSTMENTS.—After 
making any adjustments under paragraph (2) 

for a fiscal year, the Secretary shall deter-
mine whether or not any State’s percentage 
return from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) is less than 
90.5 percent of the State’s percentage con-
tribution to the Highway Trust fund as a re-
sult of such adjustments and shall adjust the 
percentages in the table for such fiscal year 
accordingly. Adjustments of the percentages 
in the table under this paragraph may not 
result in the total of such percentages ex-
ceeding 100 percent. 

ø‘‘(4) RATE OF RETURN.—A State’s percent-
age return for such fiscal year shall be in the 
ratio that—

ø‘‘(A) the quotient obtained by dividing the 
total amount of funds apportioned to each 
State, except Puerto Rico, for the current 
fiscal year for Interstate maintenance, na-
tional highway system, bridge, congestion 
mitigation and air quality improvement, 
surface transportation, minimum guarantee, 
highway safety improvement, Appalachian 
development highway system, infrastructure 
performance and maintenance, and rec-
reational trails programs by the total 
amount of funds apportioned for such pro-
grams in all States, except Puerto Rico, for 
the current fiscal year; bears to 

ø‘‘(B) the quotient obtained by dividing the 
estimated tax payments attributable to 
highway users in each State paid into the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) in the latest fiscal year for 
which data are available by the estimated 
tax payments attributable to highway users 
in all States paid into the Highway Trust 
Fund (other than the Mass Transit Account) 
for such fiscal year.’’. 
øSEC. 1105. REVENUE ALIGNED BUDGET AUTHOR-

ITY (RABA) –– AMENDMENTS. 
øSection 110 of title 23, United States Code, 

is amended—
ø(1) in subsections (a)(1) and (a)(2), by 

striking ‘‘2000’’ and inserting ‘‘2006’’; 
ø(2) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘the 

succeeding’’ and inserting ‘‘that’’, and by 
striking ‘‘and the motor carrier safety grant 
program’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (b)(1)(A), by striking 
‘‘and the motor carrier safety grant pro-
gram’’ and by striking ‘‘, the Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century, and sub-
chapter I of chapter 311 of title 49’’ after 
‘‘under this title’’ and insert ‘‘and the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act of 2003’’; 

ø(4) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘the 
highway safety improvement program,’’ 
after ‘‘the surface transportation program,’’; 
and 

ø(5) by striking subsections (e), (f), and (g). 
øSubtitle B—New Programs 

øSEC. 1201. INFRASTRUCTURE PERFORMANCE 
AND MAINTENANCE PROGRAM. 

ø(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish and implement an Infrastructure 
Performance and Maintenance Program in 
accordance with this section. 

ø(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may obligate 

funds apportioned to it under this section 
only for highway projects eligible under the 
Interstate Maintenance Program, the Na-
tional Highway System Program, and the 
Surface Transportation Program that will—

ø(A) cost-effectively preserve, maintain, or 
otherwise extend the useful life of existing 
highway infrastructure elements; or 

ø(B) provide operational improvements, in-
cluding traffic management and intelligent 
transportation system strategies and limited 
capacity enhancements, at points of recur-
ring highway congestion.

ø(2) TRANSFER PROHIBITION.—Notwith-
standing sections 104 and 126 of title 23, 
United States Code, funds apportioned under 
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this section shall not be transferred to an-
other Federal agency or program. 

ø(c) APPORTIONMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE 
PERFORMANCE AND MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
FUNDS.—

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—On October 1 of each fis-
cal year the Secretary shall apportion to the 
States the funds authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this section in accord-
ance with the following formula: 

ø(A) 25 percent of the apportionments in 
the ratio that—

ø(i) the total lane miles of Federal-aid 
highways in each State; bears to 

ø(ii) the total lane miles of Federal-aid 
highways in all States. 

ø(B) 40 percent of the apportionments in 
the ratio that—

ø(i) the total vehicle miles traveled on 
lanes on Federal-aid highways in each State; 
bears to 

ø(ii) the total vehicle miles traveled on 
lanes on Federal-aid highways in all States. 

ø(C) 35 percent of the apportionments in 
the ratio that—

ø(i) the estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in each State paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the latest fiscal 
year for which data are available; bears to 

ø(ii) the estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in all States paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the latest fiscal 
year for which data are available. 

ø(2) MINIMUM APPORTIONMENT.—Notwith-
standing paragraph (1), each State shall re-
ceive a minimum of 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the 
funds apportioned under this paragraph. 

ø(d) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—Funds author-
ized to be appropriated under section 
1101(a)(16) of this Act to carry out this sec-
tion shall be available for obligation in the 
same manner as if such funds were appor-
tioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code, except that such funds shall re-
main available for obligation only as pro-
vided in subsection (e); shall not be subject 
to any deduction or set aside requirement; 
and shall not be transferred to another Fed-
eral agency or program in accordance with 
subsection (b)(2).–

ø(e) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—
ø(1) OBLIGATION WITHIN 6 MONTHS.—Funds 

apportioned to a State under this section 
must be obligated by such State within 6 
months of the date of apportionment. Any 
amounts that remain unobligated at the end 
of that period shall be reapportioned in ac-
cordance with subsection (f). 

ø(2) ONE YEAR.—All funds apportioned or 
reapportioned under this section shall re-
main available for obligation until the last 
day of the fiscal year in which they are ap-
portioned. Any amounts apportioned that re-
main unobligated at the end of the fiscal 
year shall lapse. 

ø(f) REDISTRIBUTION OF APPORTIONED FUNDS 
AND OBLIGATION AUTHORITY.—Six months 
after the date of apportionment or as soon 
thereafter as feasible in each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall withdraw any funds appor-
tioned to a State under this section that re-
main unobligated, along with an equal 
amount of obligation authority provided for 
the use of such funds pursuant to section 
1102(c) of this Act, and shall reapportion 
such funds and redistribute such obligation 
authority to those States that have fully ob-
ligated all amounts apportioned under this 
section in such fiscal year and that dem-
onstrate they are able to obligate additional 
amounts for projects eligible under this sec-
tion before the end of the fiscal year. The 
calculation and distribution of funds under 
section 105 of title 23, United States Code, 
shall not be adjusted as a result of the re-
apportionment of funds under this sub-
section. 

ø(g) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—The Fed-
eral share payable for a project funded under 
this section shall be determined in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 120 of 
title 23, United States Code. 

ø(h) STATE DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘State’’ has the meaning such term has 
under section 101(a) of title 23, United States 
Code. 
øSEC. 1202. CLARIFY FEDERAL-AID ELIGIBILITY 

FOR SECURITY PROJECTS. 
øSection 101 of title 23, United States Code, 

is amended—
ø(1) by striking the word ‘‘and’’ at the end 

of paragraph (a)(3)(G); 
ø(2) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (a)(3)(H) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
ø(3) by adding the following at the end of 

paragraph (a)(3)(H): 
ø‘‘(I) improvements directly related to 

homeland security for detection, prepared-
ness, prevention, response, and recovery.’’; 
and 

ø(4) by inserting the words ‘‘protection 
and’’ after the words ‘‘means the’’ and by in-
serting ‘‘, secure,’’ after the word ‘‘safe’’ in 
section (a)(14). 
øSEC. 1203. FUTURE OF THE INTERSTATE HIGH-

WAY SYSTEM. 
ø(a) DECLARATION OF POLICY.—Section 101 

of title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
striking subsection (b) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(b) It is hereby declared to be in the na-
tional interest to accelerate the construc-
tion and reconstruction of the Federal-aid 
highway systems since many of such high-
ways, or portions thereof, are in fact inad-
equate to meet the needs of local and inter-
state commerce and national and civil de-
fense. 

ø‘‘It is further declared that it is in the na-
tional interest to preserve and enhance the 
Dwight D. Eisenhower National System of 
Interstate and Defense Highways (hereafter 
referred to as the ‘‘Interstate System’’) to 
meet the nation’s needs for the 21st Century. 
Urban and long distance personal travel and 
freight movement demands continue to 
grow. Travel demand patterns will remain 
dynamic. Continued planning for and invest-
ment in the Interstate System is critical to 
assure it adequately meets the changing 
travel demands of the future. The Interstate 
System must be safe, efficient, and reliable 
and must ensure national and interregional 
personal mobility, the flow of interstate 
commerce, and travel movements essential 
for national security. To the maximum ex-
tent possible, actions under this title should 
address congestion and freight transpor-
tation to provide for a strong and vigorous 
national economy. Special emphasis should 
be devoted to providing safe and efficient ac-
cess for the type and size of commercial and 
military vehicles that access designated Na-
tional Highway System intermodal freight 
terminals. 

ø‘‘The Interstate System is further de-
clared to be the nation’s premiere highway 
system, essential for the nation’s economic 
vitality, national security, and general wel-
fare. The Secretary is directed to take appro-
priate actions to preserve and enhance the 
Interstate System to meet the needs of the 
21st Century.’’. 
øSEC. 1204. MILITARY VEHICLE ACCESS (OVER-

SIZE AND OVERWEIGHT VEHICLES; 
RELIEF FROM TOLLS). 

ø(a) PROCEDURES ON MILITARY VEHICLE AC-
CESS.—The Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to issue, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, procedures and orders 
that will expedite the highway movement of 
all marked military vehicles and convoys. 
The procedures shall specifically address the 

expedited movement of marked military ve-
hicles, including the establishment of tem-
porary vehicle size and weight limits in ex-
cess of Federal and local maximum limits, 
expedited oversize/overweight permits, and 
exemptions from payment of local tolls and 
expedited movement through toll facilities. 

ø(b) PREEMPTION.—A law, regulation, 
order, ruling, provision, or other require-
ment of a State, territory, Indian tribe, or 
political subdivision thereof, which covers 
the vehicles and movements described in 
paragraph (a) and which is not consistent 
with the procedures or related limitations 
established by the Secretary under that 
paragraph, is preempted. The Secretaries of 
Transportation, Homeland Security, and De-
fense, may request the Attorney General to 
bring a civil action seeking appropriate re-
lief respecting the effect of such laws, regu-
lations, orders, rulings, provisions or other 
requirements in any court of competent ju-
risdiction. Nothing in this section shall be 
construed as limiting claims or remedies 
otherwise available under law or equity. 

ø(c) EXEMPTION FROM ADMINISTRATIVE PRO-
CEDURE ACT.—A procedure established by the 
Secretary under paragraph (a) shall be ex-
empt from the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. 
øSEC. 1205. FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION GATE-

WAYS; FREIGHT INTERMODAL CON-
NECTIONS. 

ø(a) FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION GATEWAYS.—
Chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding after section 324 the fol-
lowing new section: 
ø‘‘§ 325. Freight transportation gateways 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
ø‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a freight transportation gateways 
program to improve productivity, security, 
and safety of freight transportation gate-
ways, while mitigating congestion and com-
munity impacts in the area of such gate-
ways. 

ø‘‘(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the 
freight transportation gateways program 
shall be—

ø‘‘(A) to facilitate and support multimodal 
freight transportation initiatives at the 
State and local levels in order to improve 
freight transportation gateways and miti-
gate the impact of congestion on the envi-
ronment in the area of such gateways; 

ø‘‘(B) to provide capital funding to address 
infrastructure and freight operational needs 
at freight transportation gateways; 

ø‘‘(C) to encourage adoption of new financ-
ing strategies to leverage State, local, and 
private investment in freight transportation 
gateways; and 

ø‘‘(D) to support military mobilization and 
readiness. 

ø‘‘(b) STATE RESPONSIBILITIES.—
ø‘‘(1) PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS.—

Each State shall ensure that intermodal 
freight transportation, trade facilitation, 
and economic development needs are ade-
quately addressed and fully integrated into 
the project development process, including 
transportation planning, through final de-
sign and construction of freight related 
transportation projects. 

ø‘‘(2) FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION COORDI-
NATOR POSITION.—Each State shall designate 
a freight transportation coordinator. The co-
ordinator shall be responsible for fostering 
public and private sector collaboration need-
ed to implement complex solutions to freight 
transportation and freight transportation 
gateway problems, including coordination of 
metropolitan and statewide transportation 
activities with trade and economic interests 
and coordination with other States, local De-
partment of Defense officials, local Depart-
ment of Homeland Security officials, agen-
cies, and organizations to find regional solu-
tions to freight transportation problems. 
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The coordinator shall also be responsible for 
advancing freight professional capacity 
building programs for the State. 

ø‘‘(c) INNOVATIVE FINANCE.—States and lo-
calities are encouraged to adopt innovative 
financing strategies for freight transpor-
tation gateway improvements, including new 
user fees; modifications to existing user fees, 
including trade facilitation charges; revenue 
options that incorporate private sector in-
vestment; and a blending of Federal-aid and 
innovative finance programs. The Secretary 
shall provide technical assistance to States 
and localities with respect to such strate-
gies. 

ø‘‘(d) INTERMODAL FREIGHT TRANSPOR-
TATION PROJECTS.—

ø‘‘(1) USE OF SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PRO-
GRAM FUNDS.—A State may obligate funds 
apportioned to it under section 104(b)(3) of 
this title for publicly owned intermodal 
freight transportation projects that provide 
community and highway benefits by address-
ing economic, congestion, security, safety, 
and environmental issues associated with 
freight transportation gateways. 

ø‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Projects eligible 
for funding under this section—

ø‘‘(A) may include publicly-owned inter-
modal freight transfer facilities, access to 
such facilities, and operational improve-
ments for such facilities (including capital 
investment for Intelligent Transportation 
Systems), except that projects located with-
in the boundaries of port terminals shall 
only include the transportation infrastruc-
ture modifications necessary to facilitate di-
rect intermodal access into and out of such 
port; and 

ø‘‘(B) may involve the combining of private 
and public sector funds.’’.–

ø(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR SURFACE TRANSPOR-
TATION PROGRAM FUNDS.—Section 133(b) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

ø‘‘(15) Intermodal freight transportation 
projects in accordance with section 325(d)(2) 
of this title.’’. 

ø(c) FREIGHT INTERMODAL CONNECTIONS TO 
NHS.—Section 103(b) of such title, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

ø‘‘(7) FREIGHT INTERMODAL CONNECTIONS TO 
THE NHS—

ø‘‘(A) FUNDING SET-ASIDE.—Of the funds ap-
portioned to a State in each fiscal year 
under section 104(b)(1) of this title, an 
amount determined in accordance with sub-
paragraph (B) of this paragraph shall only be 
available to such State to be obligated for 
projects on—

ø‘‘(i) National Highway System routes con-
necting to intermodal freight terminals 
identified according to criteria set forth in 
the report to Congress entitled ‘‘Pulling To-
gether: The National Highway System and 
its Connections to Major Intermodal Termi-
nals’’ dated May 24, 1996, referenced in para-
graph (1) of this subsection, and any modi-
fications to these connections consistent 
with paragraph (4) of this subsection, and 

ø‘‘(ii) Strategic Highway Network 
(STRAHNET) connectors to strategic mili-
tary deployment ports. 

ø‘‘(B) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT.—The 
amount of funds for each State in a fiscal 
year that shall be set aside pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A) of this paragraph shall be—

ø‘‘(i) equal to the total amount of funds ap-
portioned to such State under section 
104(b)(1) of this title multiplied by the per-
centage of miles that routes set forth in sub-
paragraph (A) of this paragraph constitute of 
the total miles on the National Highway 
System in such State, or 

ø‘‘(ii) two percent of the annual apportion-
ment to the State of funds under 104(b)(1), 
whichever is greater. 

ø‘‘(C) EXEMPTION FROM SET-ASIDE.—In any 
fiscal year, a State may obligate the funds 
otherwise set aside by this paragraph on any 
project which is both eligible under para-
graph (6) of this subsection and located in 
such State on a segment of the National 
Highway System set forth in paragraph (2) of 
this subsection if such State certifies and 
the Secretary concurs that—

ø‘‘(i) the routes described in subparagraph 
(A) of this paragraph are in good condition 
and provide an adequate level of service for 
military vehicle and civilian commercial ve-
hicle use, and 

ø‘‘(ii) significant needs on such routes are 
being met or do not exist.’’. 

ø(d) DEFINITIONS AND DECLARATION OF POL-
ICY.—Section 101(a) of such title is amended 
by redesignating paragraphs (11) through (37) 
as paragraphs (12) through (38), respectively, 
and inserting new paragraph (11) as follows: 

ø‘‘(11) FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION GATE-
WAY.—The term ‘freight transportation gate-
way’ means a nationally or regionally sig-
nificant transportation port of entry or hub 
for domestic and global trade, military mo-
bilization, and includes freight intermodal 
and Strategic Highway Network connections 
that provide access to and from these gate-
ways.’’. 

ø(e) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—Section 120 
of such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

ø‘‘(m) INCREASED FEDERAL SHARE FOR CON-
NECTORS.—On National Highway System 
intermodal freight connections and Stra-
tegic Highway Network connectors to stra-
tegic military deployment ports described in 
section 103(b)(7), the Federal share may be up 
to 90 percent of the total cost of the 
project.’’. 

ø(f) LENGTH LIMITATIONS.—Section 31111(e) 
of title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end ‘‘In the interests of eco-
nomic competitiveness, security, and inter-
modal connectivity, States shall update 
these qualifying highways within three years 
of enactment of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003 to include Strategic High-
way Network connectors to strategic mili-
tary deployment ports and National High-
way System intermodal freight connections 
serving military and commercial truck traf-
fic going to major intermodal terminals as 
described in section 103(b)(7).’’. 

ø(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis of chapter 3 of title 23 is amended by 
adding at the end the following:
ø‘‘325. Freight transportation gateways.’’.
øSEC. 1206. AUTHORITY FOR ALTERNATIVE TIME-

SAVING PROCEDURES FOR CRITICAL 
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY 
PROJECTS. 

ø(a) Critical, time sensitive highway and 
public transportation security projects are 
projects that are necessary to address an im-
minent threat to the security of a transpor-
tation facility or to repair damage to a 
transportation facility caused by a terrorist 
attack against the United States. Such 
projects shall be identified by the Secretary 
in consultation with the owner-operator of 
the facility and with the Secretary of Home-
land Security. 

ø(b) The Secretary of Transportation shall 
develop and implement expedited procedures 
for critical, time-sensitive highway and pub-
lic transportation security projects. These 
procedures shall address planning, environ-
mental review, public involvement, acquisi-
tion of rights-of-way, and contracting, and 
they shall be developed with the concurrence 
of other affected Federal agencies whose au-
thorities will be affected by the procedures 

and in consultation with any other Federal 
agencies that the Secretary determines have 
an interest in the procedures. For the lim-
ited purpose of expediting interim measures 
needed to address an imminent threat to the 
security of a transportation facility, the Sec-
retary may provide that these procedures are 
exclusive of any other statute relating to 
planning, environmental reviews, public in-
volvement, acquisition of right-of-way, and 
contracting, so long as the Secretary deter-
mines that such measures are necessary for 
the protection of the public and receives the 
concurrence of any other Federal agency re-
sponsible for administering such statutes. 
The Secretary shall issue rules establishing 
these procedures within one year of the en-
actment of this law. 

øSubtitle C—Finance
øSEC. 1301. FEDERAL SHARE. 

øSection 120 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘shall be 
90 percent’’ and all that follows through the 
end of the subsection and inserting ‘‘shall 
not exceed 90 percent of the total cost of the 
project.’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘shall 
be’’ and all that follows through the end of 
the subsection and inserting ‘‘shall not ex-
ceed 80 percent of the total cost of the 
project.’’; and 

ø(3) by striking subsection (d) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(d) INCREASED FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
Federal share payable under (a) and (b) may 
be increased in the case of any State con-
taining nontaxable Indian lands, public lands 
(both reserved and unreserved), national for-
ests, and national parks and monuments. 
The Federal share for any project subject to 
this section shall be increased by a percent-
age of the remaining cost equal to the per-
centage that the area of all such lands in a 
State is of its total area not to exceed 95 per-
cent of the total cost of the project. These 
rates shall be revised as needed based on 
data provided by the Federal agencies re-
sponsible for maintaining the data.’’. 
øSEC. 1302. TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY AND TRAN-

SIT FUNDS. 
øSection 104(m) of title 23, as redesignated 

by this Act, is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘(m) TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY AND TRANSIT 

FUNDS.—
ø‘‘(1) TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY FUNDS FOR 

TRANSIT PROJECTS.—Funds made available 
for transit projects or transportation plan-
ning under this title may be transferred to 
and administered by the Secretary in accord-
ance with chapter 53 of title 49, except that 
the provisions of this title relating to the 
non-Federal share shall apply to the trans-
ferred funds. 

ø‘‘(2) TRANSFER OF TRANSIT FUNDS FOR 
HIGHWAY PROJECTS.—Funds made available 
for highway projects or transportation plan-
ning under chapter 53 of title 49 may be 
transferred to and administered by the Sec-
retary in accordance with this title, except 
that the provisions of such chapter relating 
to the non-Federal share shall apply to the 
transferred funds. 

ø‘‘(3) TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY FUNDS TO 
OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraphs (1) and (2), when an ex-
penditure is specifically authorized in Fed-
eral-aid highway legislation, as a line item 
in an appropriation act, or when a State 
transportation department consents to a 
transfer of funds under this title that are de-
rived from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit account), such funds 
may be transferred to another Federal agen-
cy subject to subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and 
(D) of this paragraph—

ø‘‘(A) if the Secretary determines, after 
consultation with the State transportation 
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department as appropriate, that another 
Federal agency should carry out a project 
with funds made available under this title or 
any other act that are derived from Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit ac-
count); 

ø‘‘(B) the project will be administered by 
the Federal agency under its procedures, and 
such funds shall not be deemed to be an aug-
mentation of that agency’s appropriations; 

ø‘‘(C) such other Federal agency agrees to 
accept the transfer of funds and to admin-
ister those funds; and 

ø‘‘(D) the provisions of this title or the 
acts referred to above relating to the non-
Federal share shall apply to the transferred 
funds, except where the Secretary deter-
mines that it is in the best interest of the 
United States that such share be waived. 

ø‘‘(4) TRANSFER OF FUNDS AMONG STATES OR 
TO THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION.—
The Secretary may, at the request of a 
State, transfer funds apportioned or allo-
cated to such State to another State or to 
the Federal Highway Administration for the 
purpose of funding a specific project or 
projects. The funds transferred shall be used 
for the same purpose and in the same man-
ner for which they were authorized. Such 
transfer shall have no effect on any appor-
tionment formula used to distribute funds to 
the States under sections 104, 105, or 144. 
Funds that are apportioned or allocated to a 
State under section 104(b)(3) and attributed 
to urbanized areas of a State with a popu-
lation of over 200,000 individuals under sec-
tion 133(d)(2) may be transferred under this 
subsection only if the metropolitan planning 
organization designated for the area concurs, 
in writing, with the transfer request. 

ø‘‘(5) TRANSFER OF OBLIGATION AUTHOR-
ITY.—Obligation authority shall be trans-
ferred in the same manner and amount as 
the funds for the projects are transferred 
under this section.’’. 
øSEC. 1303. STATE INFRASTRUCTURE BANK 

PILOT PROGRAM. 
ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-

lowing definitions apply: 
ø(1) CAPITAL PROJECT.—The term ‘‘capital 

project’’ has the meaning such term has 
under section 5302 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

ø(2) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—The term ‘‘other 
assistance’’ includes any use of funds in an 
infrastructure bank—

ø(A) to provide credit enhancements; 
ø(B) to serve as a capital reserve for bond 

or debt instrument financing; 
ø(C) to subsidize interest rates; 
ø(D) to ensure the issuance of letters of 

credit and credit instruments; 
ø(E) to finance purchase and lease agree-

ments with respect to transit projects; 
ø(F) to provide bond or debt financing in-

strument security; and 
ø(G) to provide other forms of debt financ-

ing and methods of leveraging funds that are 
approved by the Secretary and that relate to 
the project with respect to which such as-
sistance is being provided. 

ø(3) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ has the 
meaning such term has under section 101 of 
title 23, United States Code. 

ø(4) CAPITALIZATION.—The term ‘‘capital-
ization’’ means the process used for depos-
iting funds as initial capital into a State In-
frastructure Bank to establish the infra-
structure bank. 

ø(5) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘‘cooperative agreement’’ means the written 
consent between a State and the Secretary 
which sets forth the manner in which the 
State Infrastructure Bank will be adminis-
tered.

ø(6) LOAN.—The term ‘‘loan’’ means any 
form of direct financial assistance from the 
State Infrastructure Bank, required to be re-

paid over a period of time, which is provided 
to a project sponsor for all or part of project 
costs. 

ø(7) GUARANTEE.—The term ‘‘guarantee’’ 
means a contract or contracts entered into 
by the State Infrastructure Bank in which 
the State Infrastructure Bank agrees to take 
responsibility for all or a portion of a project 
sponsor’s financial obligations for a project 
under specified conditions. 

ø(8) INITIAL ASSISTANCE.—The term ‘‘initial 
assistance’’ means the first round of State 
Infrastructure Bank funds that must be 
loaned or used for credit enhancement for 
purposes limited to highway construction 
under title 23 or transit capital projects 
under title 49. 

ø(9) LEVERAGE.—The term ‘‘leverage’’ 
means a financial structure used to increase 
State Infrastructure Bank funds through 
debt issuance. A State Infrastructure Bank 
is considered leveraged if its total potential 
liabilities exceed its equity. 

ø(b) PILOT PROGRAM.—
ø(1) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—Subject to 

the provisions of this section, the Secretary 
may enter into cooperative agreements with 
up to five States, including States that en-
tered into cooperative agreements under sec-
tion 1511 of the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century, as amended, for the es-
tablishment of State infrastructure banks 
for making loans and providing other forms 
of credit assistance to public and private en-
tities carrying out or proposing to carry out 
projects eligible for assistance under this 
section. 

ø(2) APPLICATION.—To participate in the 
pilot program, a State shall submit an appli-
cation to the Secretary. 

ø(3) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In evaluating ap-
plications for participation in the pilot pro-
gram, the Secretary shall establish selection 
criteria that shall include—

ø(A) the State’s ability to provide non-Fed-
eral funds to capitalize the bank; 

ø(B) the existence of State enabling legis-
lation that clearly allows for full State In-
frastructure Bank participation; 

ø(C) the State’s strategy for encouraging 
non-Federal repayment sources from project 
sponsors; 

ø(D) the amount of Federal funds the State 
will commit to the State Infrastructure 
Bank as a percentage of its Federal-aid ap-
portionments; 

ø(E) the State’s eligibility under section 
1511 of the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century, as amended; and 

ø(F) the State’s past experience with a 
State Infrastructure Bank, including the 
program established under section 1511 of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury, as amended, or comparable financing 
mechanisms. 

ø(4) TERMINATION OF COOPERATIVE AGREE-
MENT.—If a State that has been selected for 
this pilot program does not fund its State In-
frastructure Bank within 90 days after exe-
cution of the cooperative agreement, the 
Secretary may terminate the cooperative 
agreement and may select another State to 
participate in the pilot program in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

ø(c) INTERSTATE COMPACTS.—Congress 
grants consent to 2 or more of the States, en-
tering into a cooperative agreement under 
subsection (b)(1) with the Secretary for the 
establishment of a multi-state infrastructure 
bank, to enter into an interstate compact es-
tablishing such bank in accordance with this 
section. 

ø(d) FUNDING.—
ø(1) HIGHWAY ACCOUNT.—Subject to sub-

section (i), the Secretary may permit a State 
entering into a cooperative agreement under 
this section to contribute not to exceed—

ø(A) 10 percent of the funds apportioned to 
the State for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009 under each of sections 104(b)(1), 
104(b)(3), 104(b)(4), and 144, of title 23, United 
States Code, and 

ø(B) 10 percent of the funds allocated to 
the State for each of such fiscal years under 
section 105 of such title into the highway ac-
count of the infrastructure bank established 
by the State. Federal funds contributed to 
such account under this paragraph shall con-
stitute for purposes of this section a capital-
ization grant for the highway account of the 
infrastructure bank. 

ø(2) TRANSIT ACCOUNT.—Subject to sub-
section (i), the Secretary may permit a State 
entering into a cooperative agreement under 
this section, and any other Federal transit 
grant recipient, to contribute not to exceed 
10 percent of the funds made available to the 
State or other Federal transit grant recipi-
ent in each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009 
for capital projects under sections 5307, 5309, 
and 5311 of title 49, United States Code, into 
the transit account of the infrastructure 
bank established by the State. Federal funds 
contributed to such account under this para-
graph shall constitute for purposes of this 
section a capitalization grant for the transit 
account of the infrastructure bank. 

ø(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR URBANIZED AREAS OF 
OVER 200,000.—Funds that are attributed to 
urbanized areas of States with urbanized 
populations of over 200,000 under section 
133(d)(2) of title 23, as amended by this Act, 
may be used to provide assistance with re-
spect to a project only if the metropolitan 
planning organization designated for such 
area concurs, in writing, with the provision 
of such assistance. 

ø(4) DISCONTINUANCE OF FUNDING.—If the 
Secretary determines that a State is not im-
plementing the State Infrastructure Bank in 
accordance with the cooperative agreement, 
the Secretary may prohibit a State from 
contributing additional Federal funds to its 
State Infrastructure Bank. 

ø(e) FORMS OF ASSISTANCE FROM INFRA-
STRUCTURE BANKS.—An infrastructure bank 
established under this section may make 
loans or provide other credit assistance to a 
public or private entity in an amount equal 
to all or part of the cost of carrying out a 
project eligible for assistance under this sec-
tion. The amount of any loan or other credit 
assistance provided for such project may be 
subordinated to any other debt financing for 
the project. Initial assistance provided with 
respect to a project from Federal funds con-
tributed to an infrastructure bank under this 
section may not be made in the form of a 
grant

ø(f) QUALIFYING PROJECTS.—Subject to 
paragraph (e), funds in an infrastructure 
bank established under this section may be 
used only to provide assistance with respect 
to projects eligible for assistance under title 
23, United States Code, for capital projects 
(as defined in section 5302 of title 49, United 
States Code), or for any other project related 
to surface transportation that the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate. 

ø(g) INFRASTRUCTURE BANK REQUIRE-
MENTS.—In order to establish an infrastruc-
ture bank under this section, each State es-
tablishing the bank shall—

ø(1) contribute, at a minimum, into each 
account of the bank from non-Federal 
sources an amount equal to 25 percent of the 
amount of each capitalization grant made to 
the State and contributed to the bank, ex-
cept that if the contribution is into the high-
way account of the bank and the State has a 
lower non-Federal share under section 120(d) 
of title 23, as amended by this Act, such per-
centage shall be adjusted by the Secretary to 
correspond with such lower non-Federal 
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share. The non-Federal share must be in the 
form of cash; 

ø(2) ensure that the bank maintains on a 
continuing basis an investment grade rating 
on its debt or has a sufficient level of bond 
or debt financing instrument insurance to 
maintain the viability of the bank; 

ø(3) ensure that investment income gen-
erated by funds contributed to an account of 
the bank will be—

ø(A) credited to the account; 
ø(B) available for use in providing loans 

and other assistance to projects eligible for 
assistance from the account; and 

ø(C) invested in United States Treasury se-
curities, bank deposits, or such other financ-
ing instruments as the Secretary may ap-
prove to earn interest to enhance the 
leveraging of projects assisted by the bank; 

ø(4) ensure that any loan from the bank 
will bear interest at or below market inter-
est rates, as determined by the State, to 
make feasible the project that is the subject 
of the loan; 

ø(5) ensure that repayment of any loan 
from the bank will commence not later than 
5 years after the project has been completed 
or, in the case of a highway project, the fa-
cility has opened to traffic, whichever is 
later; 

ø(6) ensure that the term for repaying any 
loan will not exceed 30 years after the date of 
the first payment on the loan under para-
graph (5); and 

ø(7) require the bank to make an annual 
report to the Secretary on its status, and to 
make such other reports as the Secretary 
may require by guidelines. 

ø(h) SECRETARIAL REQUIREMENTS.—In ad-
ministering this section,the Secretary 
shall—

ø(1) issue guidelines to ensure that all re-
quirements of title 23, United States Code, or 
title 49, United States Code, that would oth-
erwise apply to funds made available under 
such title and projects assisted with such 
funds apply to—

ø(A) funds made available under such title 
and contributed to an infrastructure bank 
established under this section; and 

ø(B) projects assisted by the bank through 
the use of such funds; except to the extent 
that the Secretary determines that any re-
quirement of such title (other than sections 
113 and 114 of title 23 and section 5333 of title 
49), is not consistent with the objectives of 
this section; and 

ø(2) specify procedures and guidelines for 
establishing, operating, and providing assist-
ance from the bank. 

ø(i) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL LAW TO RE-
PAYMENTS.—The requirements of title 23 and 
title 49, United States Code, shall apply to 
projects financed from repayments to an in-
frastructure bank from projects assisted by 
the bank. Such repayments shall be consid-
ered to be Federal funds for the purpose of 
this subsection. 

ø(j) UNITED STATES NOT OBLIGATED.—The 
contribution of Federal funds into an infra-
structure bank established under this sec-
tion shall not be construed as a commit-
ment, guarantee, or obligation on the part of 
the United States to any third party, nor 
shall any third party have any right against 
the United States for payment solely by vir-
tue of the contribution. Any security or 
debt-financing instrument issued by the in-
frastructure bank shall expressly state that 
the security or instrument does not con-
stitute a commitment, guarantee, or obliga-
tion of the United States. 

ø(k) MANAGEMENT OF FEDERAL FUNDS.—
Sections 3335 and 6503 of title 31, United 
States Code, shall not apply to funds con-
tributed under this section. 

ø(l) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—For each 
of fiscal years 2004 through 2009, a State may 

expend not to exceed 2 percent of the Federal 
funds contributed to an infrastructure bank 
established by the State under this section 
to pay the reasonable costs of administering 
the bank. This limitation shall not apply to 
non-Federal funds. 
øSEC. 1304. TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

FINANCE AND INNOVATION ACT 
(TIFIA) AMENDMENTS. 

ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 181 of title 23, 
United States Code is amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘cat-
egory’’ and ‘‘offered into the capital mar-
kets’’; 

ø(2) by striking paragraph (7) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (8) through (15) as para-
graphs (7) through (14) respectively; 

ø(3) by amending paragraph (8)(D), as re-
designated, to read as follows—

ø‘‘(D) a public or private freight rail facil-
ity; an intermodal freight transfer facility; 
access to such facilities; and service im-
provements for such facilities including cap-
ital investment for Intelligent Transpor-
tation Systems; or a group of such projects 
with the common objective of improving the 
flow of goods, except that projects located 
within the boundaries of port terminals shall 
only include the transportation infrastruc-
ture modifications necessary to facilitate di-
rect intermodal access into and out of such 
port. Such a project may involve the com-
bining of private and public sector funds, in-
cluding investment of public funds in private 
sector facility improvements.’’; and 

ø(4) in paragraph (10), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘bond’’ and inserting ‘‘credit’’. 

ø(b) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND 
PROJECT SELECTION.—Section 182 of such 
title is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a)—
ø(A) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and 

inserting the following: 
ø‘‘(1) INCLUSION IN TRANSPORTATION PLANS 

AND PROGRAMS.—The project shall satisfy the 
applicable planning and programming re-
quirements of sections 134 and 135 at such 
time as an agreement to make available a 
Federal credit instrument is entered into 
under this subchapter. 

ø‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—A State, a local gov-
ernment, public authority, public-private 
partnership, or any other legal entity under-
taking the project and authorized by the 
Secretary, shall submit a project application 
to the Secretary.’’; 

ø(B) in paragraph (3)(A)(i), by striking 
‘‘$100,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000’’; and 

ø(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘Project 
financing’’ and inserting ‘‘The Federal credit 
instrument’’ and by adding at the end of the 
sentence ‘‘that also secure the project obli-
gations’’; and 

ø(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘cri-
teria’’ after ‘‘eligibility’’ and inserting ‘‘re-
quirements’’ and in subsection (b)(2)(B) by 
inserting ‘‘, which may be the Federal credit 
instrument,’’ after ‘‘obligations’’. 

ø(c) SECURED LOANS.—Section 183 of such 
title is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a)—
ø(A) by striking ‘‘of any project selected 

under section 182.’’ at the end of paragraph 
(1); 

ø(B) by inserting ‘‘of any project selected 
under section 182’’ after ‘‘costs’’ in para-
graphs (1)(A) and (1)(B); and 

ø(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘fund-
ing’’ and inserting ‘‘execution’’ and by in-
serting a period in place of the comma after 
‘‘receiving an investment grade rating’’ and 
striking all that follows to the end of the 
paragraph; 

ø(2) in subsection (b)—
ø(A) by inserting ‘‘the lesser of’’ after ‘‘ex-

ceed’’ and ‘‘or the amount of the senior 
project obligations’’ after ‘‘costs’’; 

ø(B) by inserting ‘‘that also secure the sen-
ior project obligations’’ in paragraph 
(3)(A)(i) after ‘‘sources’’; and 

ø(C) by striking ‘‘marketable’’ in para-
graph (4); and 

ø(3) in subsection (c), by striking para-
graph (3) and redesignating paragraphs (4) 
and (5) as paragraphs (3) and (4) respectively; 

ø(d) LINES OF CREDIT.—Section 184 of such 
title is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (b)—
ø(A) in paragraph (3), by striking the 

comma after ‘‘interest’’ and by striking ‘‘any 
debt service reserve fund, and any other 
available reserve’’, and by inserting ‘‘but not 
including reasonably required financing re-
serves’’; 

ø(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘market-
able’’; by striking ‘‘on which’’ after ‘‘date’’ 
and inserting ‘‘of execution of’’; and by 
striking ‘‘is obligated’’ after ‘‘credit’’ and in-
serting ‘‘agreement’’; and 

ø(C) in paragraph (5)(A)(i), by inserting 
‘‘that also secure the senior project obliga-
tions’’ after ‘‘sources’’; and 

ø(2) in subsection (c)—
ø(A) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘sched-

uled’’, by inserting ‘‘be scheduled to’’ after 
‘‘shall’’, and by striking ‘‘be fully repaid, 
with interest,’’ and inserting ‘‘to conclude, 
with full repayment of principle and inter-
est,’’; and 

ø(B) by striking paragraph (3). 
ø(e) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—Section 

185 of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows: 
ø‘‘§ 185. Program administration 

ø‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a uniform system to service the 
Federal credit instruments made available 
under this subchapter. 

ø‘‘(b) FEES.—The Secretary may establish 
fees at a level to cover all or a portion of the 
costs to the Federal government of servicing 
the Federal credit instruments. 

ø‘‘(c) SERVICER.—The Secretary may iden-
tify a financial entity to assist the Secretary 
in servicing the Federal credit instruments. 
The servicer—

ø‘‘(1) shall act as the agent for the Sec-
retary; and 

ø‘‘(2) shall receive a servicing fee, subject 
to approval by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(d) ASSISTANCE FROM EXPERT FIRMS.—
The Secretary may retain the services of ex-
pert firms, including counsel, in the field of 
municipal and project finance to assist in 
the underwriting and servicing of Federal 
credit instruments.’’. 

ø(f) FUNDING.—Section 188 of such title is 
amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 188. Funding 

ø‘‘(a) FUNDING.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated from the Highway Trust 
Fund (other than the Mass Transit Account) 
$130,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009 to carry out this subchapter. 

ø‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—From funds 
made available under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary may use, for the administration of 
this subchapter, not more than $3,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts made avail-
able under paragraph (1) shall remain avail-
able until expended. 

ø‘‘(b) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, approval by the Sec-
retary of a Federal credit instrument that 
uses funds made available under this sub-
chapter shall be deemed to be acceptance by 
the United States of a contractual obligation 
to fund the Federal credit investment. 

ø‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts authorized 
under this section for a fiscal year shall be 
available for obligation on October 1 of the 
fiscal year. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:04 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03FE6.014 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S401February 3, 2004
ø‘‘(c) LIMITATIONS ON CREDIT AMOUNTS.—

For each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009, 
principal amounts of Federal credit instru-
ments made available shall be limited to 
$2,600,000,000.’’. 

ø(g) Section 189 of such title is repealed. 
ø(h) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The anal-

ysis of chapter 1 of title 23 is amended by—
ø(1) revising the item relating to section 

185 to read as follows:
ø‘‘185. Program administration.’’;

and

ø(2) striking the item relating to section 
189.
øSEC. 1305. INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATION 

PLAN AND INTERNATIONAL FUEL 
TAX AGREEMENT FACILITATION. 

øThe Secretary may provide assistance to 
any State that is participating in the Inter-
national Registration Plan and International 
Fuel Tax Agreement, as provided in sections 
31704 and 31705 of title 49, United States 
Code, and that serves as a base jurisdiction 
for motor carriers that are domiciled in Mex-
ico, to help the State with administration 
needs resulting from serving as a base juris-
diction for motor carriers from Mexico. 
øSEC. 1306. COMMERCIALIZED REST AREA PILOT 

PROJECTS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall per-

mit the States to conduct pilot projects to 
acquire, construct, operate, convert, and 
maintain rest areas along Interstate high-
ways in their States in accordance with sub-
section (b). 

ø(b) COMMERCIAL OPERATIONS.—
ø(1) ELIGIBILITY.—Notwithstanding section 

111 of title 23 United States Code, and the 
project agreements required by section 111(a) 
and executed between the States and the 
Federal Highway Administration, the Sec-
retary shall permit the rest areas in the 
pilot projects to include commercial oper-
ations that provide goods, services, and in-
formation that benefit the traveling public 
and the commercial motor carrier industry, 
and as deemed appropriate by the States, in-
cluding—

ø(A) commercial advertising and displays 
if such advertising and media displays are—

ø(i) exhibited solely within any facility 
constructed in the rest area; and 

ø(ii) not legible from the main traveled 
way; 

ø(B) programs to provide commercial vehi-
cle operators with special services designed 
to enhance motor carrier and highway safe-
ty; and 

ø(C) State promotional or tourism-oriented 
items. 

ø(2) PRIVATE OPERATORS.—The States may 
permit such commercial operations to be run 
by a private operator. 

ø(c) PARTICIPATION.—Participation in this 
pilot project is limited to those proposals 
submitted to the Secretary for approval dur-
ing the one year period after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

ø(d) PROPOSALS.—
ø(1) The State proposals shall at a min-

imum—
ø(A) describe the types of goods, services 

and information to be provided; 
ø(B) demonstrate that the proposed 

project(s) helps implement the strategies de-
veloped in the ‘‘Study of Adequacy of Park-
ing Facilities’’ prepared pursuant to section 
4027 of the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century; 

ø(C) contain a review and update of the in-
dividual State action plans for addressing 
commercial truck parking shortages; and 

ø(D) prepare a plan for evaluating the re-
sults of the pilot project(s) in that State. 

ø(2) The Secretary must determine that 
commercial rest area projects being ad-
vanced under this pilot program will meet 

all of the design standards applicable to rest 
areas on the Interstate system. 

ø(e) LIMITATION ON USE OF REVENUES.—Any 
revenues received by a State from the com-
mercial operations in a rest area under this 
section that are in excess of amounts re-
quired for the proper operation and mainte-
nance of the rest area shall be used by the 
State for projects eligible under title 23, 
United States Code. 

ø(f) CONSIDERATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
consider the benefit to the traveling public 
and the impact on local businesses in car-
rying out this section. 

ø(g) VENDING MACHINES.—If vending ma-
chines are placed in a pilot project, the State 
shall give priority to vending machines oper-
ated through the State licensing agency des-
ignated under the Randolph-Sheppard Act. 
øSEC. 1307. HIGHWAY USE TAX EVASION 

PROJECTS. 
ø(a) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—Section 143(b) of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended as 
follows: 

ø(1) INTERGOVERNMENTAL ENFORCEMENT EF-
FORTS.—Paragraph (2) is amended by insert-
ing a comma after ‘‘Secretary’’ and adding 
‘‘except that for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, $2,000,000 shall be available 
only to carry out intergovernmental enforce-
ment efforts, including research and train-
ing’’. 

ø(2) CONDITIONS ON FUNDS ALLOCATED TO IN-
TERNAL REVENUE SERVICE.—Paragraph (3) is 
amended by inserting a comma after ‘‘sub-
section’’ and adding ‘‘except as otherwise 
provided in this section’’. 

ø(3) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Para-
graph (4) is amended—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (F); 

ø(B) by striking the period at the end of 
subparagraph (G) and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

ø(C) by adding at the end the following: 
ø‘‘(H) to support efforts between States 

and tribes to address issues related to state 
motor fuel taxes; and– 

ø‘‘(I) to analyze and implement programs 
to reduce tax evasion associated with foreign 
imported fuel.’’. 

ø(4) REPORTS.—The following new para-
graph is added at the end: 

ø‘‘(9) REPORTS.—The Internal Revenue 
Service and States shall submit to the Sec-
retary annual reports that describe the 
projects, examinations, and criminal inves-
tigations funded by and carried out under 
this section. The reports must specify the 
annual yield estimated for each project fund-
ed under this section.’’. 

ø(b) EXCISE FUEL REPORTING SYSTEM.—Sec-
tion 143(c) of such title is amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘Not later 
than August 1, 1998,’’ and inserting ‘‘Not 
later than 90 days after enactment of the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003,’’; by 
striking ‘‘development’’ and inserting ‘‘com-
pletion, operation,’’; by striking ‘‘an excise 
fuel reporting system’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
excise summary terminal activity reporting 
system’’; and by striking ‘‘(in this subsection 
referred to as the ‘‘system’’)’’; 

ø(2) in paragraph (2)—
ø(A) by striking ‘‘the system’’ each place it 

appears and inserting ‘‘the excise summary 
terminal activity reporting system’’; 

ø(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘de-
velop’’ and inserting ‘‘complete’’; 

ø(C) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (B); 

ø(D) by striking the period at the end of 
subparagraph (C) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

ø(E) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

ø‘‘(D) the Commissioner of the Internal 
Revenue Service shall submit and the Sec-

retary shall approve a budget and project 
plan for the completion, operation, and 
maintenance of the excise summary ter-
minal activity reporting system.’’; and 

ø(3) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary 
shall make funds available to the Internal 
Revenue Service to complete, operate, and 
maintain the excise summary terminal ac-
tivity reporting system in accordance with 
this subsection.’’. 

ø(c) REGISTRATION SYSTEM AND ELECTRONIC 
DATABASE.—Section 143 as amended by this 
Act is further amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsections: 

ø‘‘(d) PIPELINE, VESSEL, AND BARGE REG-
ISTRATION SYSTEM.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after enactment of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003, the Secretary shall enter 
into a memorandum of understanding with 
the Commissioner of the Internal Revenue 
Service for the purposes of the development, 
operation, and maintenance of a registration 
system for pipelines, vessels, and barges, and 
operators of such pipelines, vessels, and 
barges, that make bulk transfers of taxable 
fuel. 

ø‘‘(2) ELEMENTS OF MEMORANDUM OF UNDER-
STANDING.—The memorandum of under-
standing shall provide that—

ø‘‘(A) the Internal Revenue Service shall 
develop and maintain the registration sys-
tem through contracts; 

ø‘‘(B) the Commissioner of the Internal 
Revenue Service shall submit and the Sec-
retary shall approve a budget and project 
plan for development, operation, and mainte-
nance of the registration system; 

ø‘‘(C) the registration system shall be 
under the control of the Internal Revenue 
Service; and 

ø‘‘(D) the registration system shall be 
made available for use by appropriate State 
and Federal revenue, tax, and law enforce-
ment authorities, subject to section 6103 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

ø‘‘(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary 
shall make funds available to the Internal 
Revenue Service to complete, operate, and 
maintain a registration system for pipelines, 
vessels, and barges, and operators of such 
pipelines, vessels, and barges, that make 
bulk transfers of taxable fuel in accordance 
with this subsection. 

ø‘‘(e) HEAVY VEHICLE USE TAX PAYMENT 
DATABASE.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after enactment of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003, the Secretary shall enter 
into a memorandum of understanding with 
the Commissioner of the Internal Revenue 
Service for the purposes of the establish-
ment, operation, and maintenance of an elec-
tronic database of heavy vehicle highway use 
tax payments. 

ø‘‘(2) ELEMENTS OF MEMORANDUM OF UNDER-
STANDING.—The memorandum of under-
standing shall provide that—

ø‘‘(A) the Internal Revenue Service shall 
establish and maintain the electronic data-
base through contracts; 

ø‘‘(B) the Commissioner of the Internal 
Revenue Service shall submit and the Sec-
retary shall approve a budget and project 
plan for establishment, operation, and main-
tenance of the electronic database; 

ø‘‘(C) the electronic database shall be 
under the control of the Internal Revenue 
Service; and 
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ø‘‘(D) the electronic database shall be 

made available for use by appropriate State 
and Federal revenue, tax, and law enforce-
ment authorities, subject to section 6103 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

ø‘‘(3) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary 
shall make funds available to the Internal 
Revenue Service to establish, operate, and 
maintain an electronic database of heavy ve-
hicle highway use tax payments in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

ø‘‘(f) REPORTS.—By March 30 and Sep-
tember 30 of each year, the Internal Revenue 
Service shall provide reports to the Sec-
retary on the status of the Internal Revenue 
Service projects funded under this section 
related to the excise summary terminal ac-
tivity reporting system; the pipeline, vessel, 
and barge registration system; and the heavy 
vehicle use tax electronic database.’’. 

ø(d) ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amounts author-
ized to be appropriated under section 
1101(a)(14) of this Act for Highway Use Tax 
Evasion Projects for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, $4,500,000 shall be allocated to 
the States, and for fiscal year 2004, $20,050,000 
shall be allocated to the Internal Revenue 
Service, of which $10,500,000 shall be dedi-
cated to the excise summary terminal activ-
ity reporting system, for each of fiscal years 
2005 and 2006, $48,000,000 shall be allocated to 
the Internal Revenue Service, of which 
$4,500,00 shall be dedicated to the excise sum-
mary terminal activity reporting system, for 
fiscal year 2007, $38,000,000 shall be allocated 
to the Internal Revenue Service, of which 
$4,500,00 shall be dedicated to the excise sum-
mary terminal activity reporting system, 
and for each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009, 
$4,500,000 shall be allocated to the Internal 
Revenue Service, which shall be used for the 
excise summary terminal activity reporting 
system. 

øSubtitle D—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Safety

øSEC. 1401. NATIONAL HIGHWAY SAFETY GOAL; 
NATIONAL BLUE RIBBON COMMIS-
SION ON HIGHWAY SAFETY. 

ø(a) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SAFETY GOAL.—
Section 101 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

ø‘‘(f) It is hereby declared to be in the na-
tional interest that the number of deaths at-
tributable to traffic accidents on America’s 
highways be significantly reduced. To 
achieve this goal, a national initiative tar-
geted at saving lives through improved engi-
neering, education, enforcement, and emer-
gency response in cooperation with new and 
existing State and local safety programs is 
hereby authorized.’’. 

ø(b) NATIONAL BLUE RIBBON COMMISSION ON 
HIGHWAY SAFETY.—

ø(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a National Blue Ribbon Commis-
sion on Highway Safety (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as ‘‘the Commission’’). 

ø(2) MEMBERSHIP.—
ø(A) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall 

be composed of 15 members as follows—
ø(i) the Secretary or the Secretary’s dele-

gate; 
ø(ii) the Administrators of the Federal 

Highway Administration; the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration; the Fed-
eral Motor Carrier Safety Administration; 
and the Federal Railroad Administration, or 
the Administrators’ delegates; and 

ø(iii) 10 members appointed by the Sec-
retary from among individuals who represent 
the interests of States and political subdivi-
sions of States, the safety community, pub-
lic health, and State and local law enforce-
ment agencies, and who have been nomi-

nated by the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science and Transportation of the 
United States Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
United States House of Representatives. 

ø(B) APPOINTMENT.—The Secretary shall 
select the individuals to be appointed under 
this subsection on the basis of their knowl-
edge, expertise, or experience related to 
highway safety. Half of the appointments 
shall be made from nominees submitted by 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science and Transportation of the Senate 
and the other half from the nominees sub-
mitted by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives. Each of these committees shall 
nominate 20 individuals qualified to serve on 
the Commission. 

ø(C) TERMS.—The term of each member of 
the Commission shall be 6 years. Any va-
cancy shall be filled in the manner the origi-
nal appointment was made. The vacancy 
does not affect the Commission’s powers. 

ø(3) FUNCTION.—The Commission, to carry 
out the direction of Congress, under section 
101(f) of title 23, United States Code as 
amended by this Act, that the number of 
deaths attributable to traffic accidents on 
America’s highways be significantly reduced, 
shall—

ø(A) oversee a comprehensive study evalu-
ating the Nation’s highway safety needs over 
the next three decades in the areas of engi-
neering, education, enforcement, and emer-
gency response and, based on such study, 
make specific recommendations to the Sec-
retary for an achievable national goal for the 
reduction of highway fatalities and for the 
funding necessary to achieve such goal; 

ø(B) assist in developing a national con-
sensus in support of such goal; and 

ø(C) advise, consult with, and make rec-
ommendations to, the Secretary to assist in 
identifying specific measures for achieving 
the national highway safety goal. 

ø(4) SPECIFIC MATTERS TO BE ADDRESSED.—
The national highway safety goal study con-
ducted by the Commission shall examine the 
roles of highway infrastructure, drivers, and 
vehicles in fatalities on all public roads; 
identify high risk areas and activities associ-
ated with the greatest numbers of highway 
fatalities; examine the roles of various levels 
of government agencies and non-govern-
mental organizations in reducing highway 
fatalities and recommend ways to strengthen 
highway safety partnerships; and identify 
measures that will save the most lives both 
long term and short term. The study shall 
consider, among other things, the findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations of high-
way safety studies and research conducted 
by the Transportation Research Board, in-
cluding studies related to implementation of 
the American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials’ Strategic High-
way Safety Plan. 

ø(5) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—
ø(A) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than Sep-

tember 30, 2006, the Commission shall trans-
mit to Congress an initial report on the re-
sults of the national highway safety goal 
study, including recommendations and such 
legislative recommendations as the Presi-
dent judges necessary and expedient for an 
achievable national goal for the reduction of 
highway fatalities and for preliminary strat-
egies to be implemented to achieve such 
goal. 

ø(B) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1, 2009, the Commission shall transmit 
to Congress a final report on the results of 
the national highway safety goal study, in-
cluding recommendations and such legisla-
tive recommendations as the President 

judges necessary and expedient for a com-
prehensive plan with specific strategies to 
achieve the fatality reduction goal rec-
ommended in the initial report and for the 
level of funding necessary to implement such 
fatality reduction plan and strategies. 

ø(6) TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.—The 
Commission shall terminate on the 180th day 
following the date of transmittal of the final 
report to Congress under paragraph (5)(B) of 
this subsection. By the 180th day, all records 
and papers of the Commission shall be deliv-
ered to the Administrator of the General 
Services Administration for deposit in the 
National Archives. 

ø(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated out 
of the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) up to $3,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2004, $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, 
$1,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, $1,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2007, $500,000 for fiscal year 2008, and 
$500,000 for fiscal year 2009 for the purposes of 
carrying out this subsection. 

ø(8) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23.—Funds au-
thorized by this subsection shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if such 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code, except that the 
Federal share of the cost of the study and 
the Commission under this section shall be 
100 percent, and such funds shall remain 
available until expended. 
øSEC. 1402. HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM; FLEXIBILITY FOR SAFETY 
INITIATIVES. 

ø(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—Chapter 
1 of title 23, United States Code, is amended 
by inserting the following new section after 
section 149: 
ø‘‘§ 150. Highway Safety Improvement Pro-

gram 
ø‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish and implement a highway safety 
improvement program in accordance with 
this section, in order to significantly reduce 
fatalities and serious injuries on the Na-
tion’s roadway system. 

ø‘‘(b) PROGRAM.—
ø‘‘(1) STATE RESPONSIBILITIES.—To receive 

funds under this section, each State shall 
have a process in place that identifies and 
analyzes highway safety problems and oppor-
tunities and will produce a program of 
projects for funding under this section based 
on this analysis. Such process and program 
of projects shall be known as the Highway 
Safety Improvement Program. The statewide 
program shall identify hazardous locations, 
sections, and elements including roadside ob-
stacles, railway-highway crossing needs, and 
unmarked or poorly marked roads that may 
constitute a danger to motorists, bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and other highway users. States 
shall also have crash data systems and the 
ability to perform safety problem identifica-
tion and countermeasure analysis. 

ø‘‘(2) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—The Sec-
retary shall establish implementing guide-
lines for this program, which shall include at 
a minimum the following components: 

ø‘‘(A) STRATEGIC APPROACH TO HIGHWAY 
SAFETY.—Each State shall, as appropriate, 
adopt strategic and performance-based goals 
for its Highway Safety Improvement Pro-
gram. This statewide program shall address 
safety problems and opportunities on all 
roadways within the State, focus resources 
on areas of greatest need, and be complemen-
tary to the programs developed in response 
to section 402 of this title. 

ø‘‘(B) DATA IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.—Each 
State shall, as appropriate, advance its capa-
bilities for traffic records data collection, 
analysis, and integration with other sources 
of safety data such as roadway inventories. 
Such a data improvement program shall be 
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complementary to the programs supported 
by sections 402 and 412 of this title; include 
all public roads; and contain provisions to 
identify hazardous locations, sections, and 
elements on these public roads that con-
stitute a danger to motorists, bicyclists, and 
pedestrians. 

ø‘‘(C) PROGRAM OF IMPROVEMENTS.—Each 
State shall determine priorities for the cor-
rection of hazardous roadway locations, sec-
tions, and elements, including railway-high-
way crossing improvements, as identified 
through crash data analysis; identify oppor-
tunities for preventing the development of 
such hazardous conditions; and establish and 
implement a schedule of safety improvement 
projects for hazard correction and hazard 
prevention. 

ø‘‘(D) EVALUATION.—Each State shall, as 
appropriate, establish an evaluation process 
to analyze and assess results achieved by 
safety improvement projects carried out in 
accordance with procedures and criteria es-
tablished by this section, and such informa-
tion shall be used in setting priorities for 
safety improvement projects. 

ø‘‘(c) REPORTS.—Each State shall report to 
the Secretary on progress being made to im-
plement safety improvement projects under 
this section and the effectiveness of such im-
provements. The Secretary shall establish 
the content and schedule for such reports. 

ø‘‘(d) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may obligate 

funds apportioned to it under this section for 
any safety improvement project on any pub-
lic road or publicly-owned bicycle or pedes-
trian pathway or trail. 

ø‘‘(2) SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT.—For 
purposes of this section the term ‘safety im-
provement project’ means a project that cor-
rects or improves a hazardous roadway loca-
tion or feature, or proactively addresses 
highway safety problems, including: inter-
section improvements, pavement and shoul-
der widening, installation of rumble strips 
and other warning devices, improving skid 
resistance, improvements for pedestrian or 
bicyclist safety, railway-highway crossing 
safety, traffic calming, elimination of road-
side obstacles, improving highway signage 
and pavement marking, installing priority 
control systems for emergency vehicles at 
signalized intersections, installing traffic 
control or warning devices at locations with 
high accident potential, safety conscious 
planning, and improving crash data collec-
tion and analysis. 

ø‘‘(e) FUNDING.—Sums authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section shall be 
apportioned in accordance with section 
104(b)(5). 

ø‘‘(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
payable on account of any project carried 
out under this section shall be 90 percent of 
the cost thereof. 

ø‘‘(g) USE OF FUNDS.—Beginning in fiscal 
year 2005 and for each fiscal year thereafter, 
10 percent of the funds available to a State 
to carry out the highway safety improve-
ment program established in accordance 
with this section shall be obligated for 
projects under section 402 of this title, unless 
by October 1 of the fiscal year in which funds 
become available to a State the State has 
enacted a primary safety belt law or the 
State demonstrates that the safety belt use 
rate in that State meets or exceeds 90 per-
cent. A State subject to the provisions of 
this subsection must have in place or adopt 
a strategic highway safety plan in accord-
ance with section 151 of this title. Activities 
funded under this subsection shall be con-
sistent with such a plan.

ø‘‘(h) USE OF OTHER FUNDING FOR SAFETY.—
Nothing in this section shall be interpreted 
to prohibit the use of funds made available 
under other sections of this title for highway 

safety improvement projects, and States are 
to be encouraged to address the full scope of 
their safety needs and opportunities by using 
other funds unless provisions exist that pro-
hibit such use.’’. 

ø(b) APPORTIONMENT OF HIGHWAY SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FUNDS.—Section 104 
of such title is amended—

ø(1) by inserting in subsection (a) ‘‘the 
Highway Safety Improvement Program 
under section 150,’’ after ‘‘section 204,’’; 

ø(2) by inserting in subsection (b) ‘‘the 
Highway Safety Improvement Program,’’ 
after ‘‘Improvement Program,’’; and 

ø(3) by adding at the end of subsection (b) 
the following new paragraph: 

ø‘‘(5) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-
GRAM.—

ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For the Highway Safe-
ty Improvement Program, in accordance 
with the following formula: 

ø‘‘(i) 25 percent of the apportionments in 
the ratio that—

ø‘‘(I) the total lane miles of Federal-aid 
highways in each State; bears to 

ø‘‘(II) the total lane miles of Federal-aid 
highways in all States. 

ø‘‘(ii) 40 percent of the apportionments in 
the ratio that—

ø‘‘(I) the total vehicle miles traveled on 
lanes on Federal-aid highways in each State; 
bears to 

ø‘‘(II) the total vehicle miles traveled on 
lanes on Federal-aid highways in all States. 

ø‘‘(iii) 35 percent of the apportionments in 
the ratio that—

ø‘‘(I) the estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in each State paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the latest fiscal 
year for which data are available; bears to 

ø‘‘(II) the estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in all States paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the latest fiscal 
year for which data are available. 

ø‘‘(B) MINIMUM APPORTIONMENT.—Notwith-
standing subparagraph (A), each State shall 
receive a minimum of 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the 
funds apportioned under this paragraph.’’. 

ø(c) FLEXIBILITY FOR SAFETY INITIATIVES.—
Chapter 1 of such title, as amended by this 
Act, is further amended—

ø(1) by repealing section 152; 
ø(2) by redesignating section 151 as section 

152; and 
ø(3) by inserting the following new section 

151 after section 150: 
ø‘‘§ 151. Flexibility for safety initiatives 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—As provided in this sec-
tion, a State that develops and implements a 
strategic highway safety plan and com-
prehensive safety planning process shall 
have the flexibility to use funds available 
under section 150 of this title, the Highway 
Safety Improvement Program, for title 23 
safety purposes not otherwise eligible under 
such section, including funding for public 
awareness, education, and enforcement. 

ø‘‘(b) STRATEGIC HIGHWAY SAFETY PLAN.—
To qualify for flexible safety funding as pro-
vided under this section, the State strategic 
highway safety plan must—

ø‘‘(1) be based on a collaborative process 
that includes the State Department of 
Transportation, the Governor’s Representa-
tive for Highway Safety, persons responsible 
for administering section 130 of this title at 
the State level, and other major State and 
local safety stakeholders, including Oper-
ation Lifesaver; 

ø‘‘(2) address engineering, education, en-
forcement, and emergency services elements 
of highway safety; 

ø‘‘(3) consider the results of existing State 
transportation and highway safety planning 
processes; and 

ø‘‘(4) be certified by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Federal Highway Admin-
istration and the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, as based on a com-
prehensive, collaborative process, and effec-
tive analyses of State crash data. 

ø‘‘(c) SAFETY ACTIVITIES CONSISTENT WITH 
PLAN.—To qualify for the flexible use of 
funds available under sections 150 and 402(k) 
in accordance with this section, activities 
must be consistent with the State strategic 
highway safety plan. 

ø‘‘(d) OTHER TRANSPORTATION AND HIGHWAY 
SAFETY PLANS.—Nothing in this section 
shall require a State to revise existing State 
processes, plans, or programs. 

ø‘‘(e) FLEXIBLE FUNDING.—A State that re-
ceives funds under section 150 shall use such 
funds for projects eligible under such sec-
tion, except that up to 50 percent of such 
funds may be used for activities eligible for 
assistance under section 402 of this title that 
are consistent with the State’s strategic 
highway safety plan and not otherwise eligi-
ble for assistance under section 150.’’. 

ø(d) ELIMINATION OF SURFACE TRANSPOR-
TATION PROGRAM SET-ASIDE.—Section 133(d) 
of such title is amended by striking para-
graph (1) and by redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (5) as paragraphs (1) through (4), re-
spectively. 

ø(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
ø(1) The analysis for chapter 1 of such title 

is amended—
ø(A) by striking the item relating to sec-

tion 152; 
ø(B) by renumbering ‘‘151. National bridge 

inspection program.’’ as ‘‘152’’; and 
ø(C) by inserting after the item relating to 

section 149 the following:

ø‘‘150. Highway Safety Improvement Pro-
gram. 

ø‘‘151. Flexibility for safety initiatives.’’.

ø(2) Section 130 of such title is amended— 
ø(A) by striking subsections (e) and (f) and 

redesignating subsections (g) through (j) as 
(e) through (h), respectively; and 

ø(B) in subsection (f), as redesignated by 
this Act, by striking ‘‘authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section’’ and in-
serting ‘‘made available as provided under 
section 150 of this title to carry out this sec-
tion’’. 

ø(3) Section 154(c)(3) of such title is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘152’’ and inserting ‘‘150’’. 

ø(4) Section 164(b)(3) of such title is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘152’’ and inserting ‘‘150’’. 

ø(5) Section 409 of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘152’’ and inserting ‘‘150’’. 
øSEC. 1403. OPERATION LIFESAVER. 

øSection 104(d)(1) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$600,000’’. 
øSEC. 1404. HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAMS; CER-

TIFICATION OF PUBLIC ROAD MILE-
AGE. 

øSection 402(c) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking in the fifth sen-
tence ‘‘the Governor of’’. 

øSubtitle E—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Planning 

øSEC. 1501. METROPOLITAN PLANNING. 

øSection 134 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsections (a) 
through (o) and inserting the following: 

ø‘‘Metropolitan planning shall be carried 
out in accordance with section 5203 of title 
49, United States Code.’’. 
øSEC. 1502. STATEWIDE PLANNING. 

øSection 135 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsections (a) 
through (i) and inserting the following: 

ø‘‘Statewide planning shall be carried out 
in accordance with section 5204 of title 49, 
United States Code.’’. 
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øSEC. 1503. STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH. 

ø(a) STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH.—
Chapter 5 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking section 505. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 5 of such title is amended by 
striking the item related to section 505. 

ø(c) APPORTIONMENT.—Section 104 of title 
23, United States Code, is amended—

ø(1) by redesignating subsections (i), (j), 
(k), and (l) as subsections (k), (l), (m), and 
(n), respectively; and 

ø(2) by inserting after subsection (h) the 
following: 

ø‘‘(i) STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Two and 1⁄2 percent of 

the sums apportioned to a State for each fis-
cal year under this section (other than sub-
sections (f) and (h)) and under sections 105 
and 144 of this title shall be available for ex-
penditure by the State, in consultation with 
the Secretary, only for the following pur-
poses: 

ø‘‘(A) Engineering and economic surveys 
and investigations. 

ø‘‘(B) The planning of future highway and 
local public transportation systems, the 
planning of the financing of such systems, 
and metropolitan and statewide planning 
under sections 134 and 135 of this title, in-
cluding freight planning, safety planning, 
transportation systems management and op-
erations planning, transportation-related 
land use planning, and transportation-re-
lated growth management activities within 
these planning processes and planning capac-
ity building activities described in section 
104(j) of this title. 

ø‘‘(C) Development and implementation of 
infrastructure management and traffic mon-
itoring systems under section 303 of this title 
and for asset management activities. 

ø‘‘(D) Studies of the economy, safety, and 
convenience of highway and local public 
transportation systems and the desirable 
regulation and equitable taxation of their 
use. 

ø‘‘(E) Research, development, and tech-
nology transfer activities necessary in con-
nection with the planning, design, construc-
tion, management, maintenance, regulation, 
and taxation of the use of highway, local 
public transportation, and intermodal trans-
portation systems. 

ø‘‘(F) Study, research, and training on the 
engineering standards and construction ma-
terials, including accreditation of inspection 
and testing, for highway, local public trans-
portation, and intermodal transportation 
systems. 

ø‘‘(2) MINIMUM EXPENDITURES ON RESEARCH, 
DEVELOPMENT, AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AC-
TIVITIES.—

ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara-
graph (B), not less than 20 percent of the 
funds subject to paragraph (1) for a fiscal 
year shall be expended by the State for re-
search, development, and technology trans-
fer activities described in paragraph (1), re-
lating to highway, local public transpor-
tation, and intermodal transportation sys-
tems. 

ø‘‘(B) WAIVERS.—The Secretary may waive 
the application of subparagraph (A) with re-
spect to a State for a fiscal year if the State 
certifies to the Secretary for the fiscal year 
that the funds described in subparagraph (A) 
are not needed for research, development, 
and technology transfer and the Secretary 
accepts such certification. 

ø‘‘(C) NONAPPLICABILITY OF ASSESSMENT.—
Funds expended under subparagraph (A) 
shall not be considered to be part of the ex-
tramural budget of the agency for the pur-
pose of section 9 of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 638). 

ø‘‘(3) MINIMUM EXPENDITURES FOR IMPROV-
ING THE QUALITY OF COLLECTION AND REPORT-

ING OF STRATEGIC SURFACE TRANSPORTATION 
DATA.—

ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara-
graph (B), not less than 20 percent of the 
funds subject to paragraph (1) for a fiscal 
year shall be expended by the State to im-
prove the collection and reporting of stra-
tegic surface transportation data to provide 
critical information about the extent, condi-
tion, use, performance, and financing of the 
Nation’s highways (including intermodal 
connectors) for passenger and freight move-
ment. 

ø‘‘(B) WAIVERS.—The Secretary may waive 
the application of subparagraph (A) with re-
spect to a State for a fiscal year if the State 
certifies to the Secretary for the fiscal year 
that the State is collecting and reporting
strategic data consistent with quality assur-
ance guidelines developed cooperatively with 
the States and the Secretary approves such 
certification. If such waiver is approved, the 
funds may be used for the activities de-
scribed in paragraph (1) of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(4) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of a project carried out using 
funds subject to paragraph (1) shall be 
matched in accordance with section 120(b) 
unless the Secretary determines that the in-
terests of the Federal-aid highway program 
would be best served without such matching. 

ø‘‘(5) ADMINISTRATION OF SUMS.—Funds sub-
ject to paragraph (1) shall be combined and 
administered by the Secretary as a single 
fund and shall be available for obligation for 
the same period as funds apportioned under 
section 104(b)(1).’’. 
øSEC. 1504. CRITICAL REAL PROPERTY ACQUISI-

TION. 
øSection 108 of title 23, United States Code, 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(d) CRITICAL REAL PROPERTY ACQUISI-
TION.—

ø‘‘(1) Subject to paragraph (2), funds appor-
tioned to a State under this title may be 
used to participate in the payment of costs 
incurred in the acquisition of real property 
that is deemed critical, as determined under 
paragraph (2), for any project proposed for 
funding under this title, prior to the comple-
tion of any required environmental reviews 
for property acquisition. 

ø‘‘(2) The Federal share payable of the 
costs described in paragraph (1) shall be eli-
gible for reimbursement out of funds appor-
tioned to a State under this title if, prior to 
acquisition, the State demonstrates to the 
Secretary, and the Secretary determines, 
that the property is offered for sale on the 
open market, that the State will comply 
fully with the Uniform Relocation Assist-
ance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act in acquiring the property, and that im-
mediate acquisition of the property is crit-
ical because either—

ø‘‘(A) normal appraisal techniques show 
that the property’s value is increasing sig-
nificantly; 

ø‘‘(B) there is an imminent threat of devel-
opment or redevelopment of the property; or 

ø‘‘(C) the property is necessary for the im-
plementation of the goals as stated in the 
project proposal. 

ø‘‘(3) An acquisition undertaken pursuant 
to this section shall be considered to be an 
exempt project under section 176 of the Clean 
Air Act and its implementing regulations. 

ø‘‘(4) No project development activity may 
be undertaken on property acquired in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2) until any re-
quired environmental reviews for the project 
have been completed. 

ø‘‘(5) The number of critical acquisitions 
associated with a project shall be limited 
and shall not affect the consideration of 
project alternatives during the environ-
mental review process. 

ø‘‘(6) Section 156 (c) of this title shall not 
apply to the sale, use or lease of any prop-
erty acquired in accordance with paragraph 
(2).’’. 
øSEC. 1505. PLANNING CAPACITY BUILDING INI-

TIATIVE. 
øSection 104 of title 23, United States Code, 

is amended by inserting after subsection (i), 
as added by this Act, the following: 

ø‘‘(j) PLANNING CAPACITY BUILDING INITIA-
TIVE.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a planning capacity building initia-
tive to support enhancements in transpor-
tation planning, in order to—

ø‘‘(A) strengthen metropolitan and state-
wide transportation planning under chapter 
52 of title 49; 

ø‘‘(B) enhance tribal capacity to conduct 
joint transportation planning under Chapter 
2 of this title; and 

ø‘‘(C) participate in the metropolitan and 
statewide transportation planning programs 
under chapter 52 of title 49. 

ø‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give 
priority to planning practices and processes 
that support homeland security planning, 
performance based planning, safety plan-
ning, operations planning, freight planning, 
and integration of environment and plan-
ning. 

ø‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds authorized for 
this program may be used for research, pro-
gram development, information collection 
and dissemination, and technical assistance. 
The Secretary may use these funds independ-
ently or make grants to, or enter into con-
tracts, cooperative agreements, and other 
transactions, with a Federal agency, State 
agency, local agency, federally recognized 
Indian tribal government or tribal consor-
tium, authority, association, nonprofit or 
for-profit corporation, or institution of high-
er education, to carry out the purposes of 
this subsection. 

ø‘‘(4) SET-ASIDE.—On October 1 of each fis-
cal year, the Secretary, after making the de-
ductions authorized by subsections (a) and (f) 
of section 104 of this title, shall set aside 
$20,000,000 of the remaining funds authorized 
for the Surface Transportation Program to 
carry out the requirements of this sub-
section. 

ø‘‘(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of an activity carried out using 
such funds shall be up to 100 percent, and 
such funds shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

ø‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—This initiative 
shall be administered by the Federal High-
way Administration in cooperation with the 
Federal Transit Administration.’’. 

øSubtitle F—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Environment 

øSEC. 1601. CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR 
QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM. 

ø(a) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Section 149(b) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

ø(1) in the first paragraph, by inserting 
‘‘and, the project or program will reduce 
emissions to contribute to the attainment or 
maintenance of the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standard for which the area is or 
was designated nonattainment,’’ after ‘‘De-
cember 31, 1997,’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (1)(A), by striking 
‘‘(other than clause (xvi) of such section)’’;

ø(3) in paragraph (1)(A)(ii), by inserting 
‘‘by providing new or enhanced transpor-
tation facilities or services to further reduce 
emissions’’ after ‘‘area’’; 

ø(4) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting ‘‘or’’ 
at the end after ‘‘section;’’;

ø(5) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or pro-
gram’’ after ‘‘and the project’’, and by strik-
ing ‘‘have air quality benefits;’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘reduce emissions; or’’; 
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ø(6) in paragraph (3), by—
ø‘‘(A) inserting ‘‘if’’ after ‘‘(3)’’; 
ø‘‘(B) striking ‘‘contribute to the attain-

ment of a national ambient air quality 
standard’’ and inserting ‘‘reduce emissions’’; 

ø‘‘(C) striking the comma after ‘‘traveled’’ 
and inserting ‘‘or’’; and 

ø‘‘(D) inserting ‘‘through technological im-
provements such as anti-idling equipment 
and diesel retrofits for trucks, school buses, 
transit buses and other vehicles’’ after ‘‘con-
sumption,’’; 

ø(7) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘if the 
project or program is’’ after ‘‘(4)’’, and by 
striking ‘‘contribute to the attainment of a 
national ambient air quality standard’’ and 
inserting ‘‘reduce emissions’’; 

ø(8) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘that are 
eligible for assistance under this section on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
paragraph’’ and inserting ‘‘that will reduce 
emissions’’; and 

ø(9) in the final unnumbered paragraph, by 
striking the second sentence. 

ø(b) STATES RECEIVING MINIMUM APPOR-
TIONMENT.—Section 149(c) of such title is 
amended in paragraphs (1) and (2) by insert-
ing ‘‘OR MAINTENANCE’’ after ‘‘NON-
ATTAINMENT’’ in the heading of each para-
graph. 

ø(c) SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—Section 149 
of such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

ø‘‘(f) INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION.—The 
Secretary shall encourage States and metro-
politan planning organizations to consult 
with State and local air quality agencies in 
nonattainment and maintenance areas on 
the estimated emissions reductions from 
proposed congestion mitigation and air qual-
ity improvement programs and projects.’’. 

ø(d) EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT OF 
PROJECTS.—Section 149 of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

ø‘‘(g) EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT OF 
PROJECTS.—

ø‘‘(1) EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT.—The 
Secretary, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall evaluate and assess a rep-
resentative sample of projects funded under 
the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Improvement Program for their actual im-
pact on emissions, and congestion levels and 
to assure effective program implementation. 
Using appropriate assessments of CMAQ-
funded projects, and results from other re-
search, the Secretary shall maintain a cumu-
lative database on these impacts for broad 
dissemination. 

ø‘‘(2) FUNDING.—Funds set aside under sec-
tion 104(o) of this title shall be available to 
carry out this subsection.’’. 

ø(e) FUNDING FOR EVALUATION AND ASSESS-
MENT OF PROJECTS.—Section 104 of such title 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

ø‘‘(o) CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR 
QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM EVALUATION 
AND ASSESSMENT OF PROJECTS.—Before mak-
ing apportionments under subsection (b)(2) of 
this section for a fiscal year, the Secretary 
shall deduct 0.5 percent from the amount to 
be apportioned for such fiscal year for the 
purpose of carrying out the requirements of 
section 149(g) of this title.’’. 

ø(f) APPORTIONMENTS.—Section 104(b) of 
such title 23 is amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
after ‘‘ozone’’ and inserting a comma, and by 
inserting ‘‘, or fine particulate matter (PM–
2.5)’’ after ‘‘carbon monoxide’’; 

ø(2) by amending paragraph (2)(B)(i) to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(i) 1.0 if at the time of the apportion-
ment, the area is a maintenance area;’’; 

ø(3) in paragraph (2)(B)(vi), by striking 
‘‘or’’ after the semicolon; 

ø(4) in paragraph (2)(B)(vii), by inserting 
‘‘for ozone’’ after ‘‘maintenance area’’, and 
striking ‘‘for ozone’’ after ‘‘section 149(b)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘or for PM–2.5’’; 

ø(5) by adding at the end of paragraph 
(2)(B) two new clauses to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(viii) 1.0 if, at the time of apportion-
ment, any county, not designated as a non-
attainment or maintenance area under the 1-
hour ozone standard, is designated as non-
attainment under the 8-hour ozone standard; 
or 

ø‘‘(ix) 1.2 if, at the time of apportionment, 
the area is not a nonattainment or mainte-
nance area as described in section 149(b) for 
ozone or carbon monoxide, but is an area 
designated nonattainment under the PM–2.5 
standard.’’; 

ø(6) by amending paragraph (2)(C) to read 
as follows: 

ø‘‘(C) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENT FOR CARBON 
MONOXIDE AREAS.—If, in addition to being 
designated as a nonattainment or mainte-
nance area for ozone as described in section 
149(b), any county within the area was also 
classified under subpart 3 of part D of title I 
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 7512 et seq.) as a non-
attainment or maintenance area described in 
section 149(b) for carbon monoxide, the 
weighted nonattainment or maintenance 
area population of the county, as determined 
under clauses (i) through (vi) of subpara-
graph (B), shall be further multiplied by a 
factor of 1.2.’’; and 

ø(7) by redesignating paragraphs (2)(D) and 
(2)(E) as (2)(E) and (2)(F) and inserting after 
paragraph (2)(C) a new paragraph (2)(D) to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(D) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENT FOR PM 2.5 
AREAS.—If, in addition to being designated as 
a nonattainment or maintenance area for 
ozone, carbon monoxide or both as described 
in section 149(b), any county within the area 
was also designated under the PM–2.5 stand-
ard as a nonattainment or maintenance area, 
the weighted nonattainment or maintenance 
area population of those counties shall be 
further multiplied by a factor of 1.2.’’. 
øSEC. 1602. EFFICIENT ENVIRONMENTAL RE-

VIEWS FOR PROJECT DECISION-
MAKING. 

ø(a) POLICY AND PURPOSE.—
ø(1) POLICY.—The Enlibra principles, as ini-

tially developed by the Western Governors 
Association and adopted by the National 
Governors Association, represent a sound 
basis for interaction among the Federal, 
State, local governments, and tribes on envi-
ronmental matters and should be followed to 
the maximum extent practicable in the de-
velopment of highway construction and pub-
lic transit improvements. These principles 
are: 

ø(A) Assign responsibilities at the right 
level. 

ø(B) Use collaborative processes to break 
down barriers and find solutions. 

ø(C) Move to a performance-based system. 
ø(D) Separate subjective choices from ob-

jective data gathering. 
ø(E) Pursue economic incentives whenever 

appropriate. 
ø(F) Ensure environmental understanding. 
ø(G) Make sure environmental decisions 

are fully informed. 
ø(H) Use appropriate geographic bound-

aries for environmental problems. 
ø(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 

is to reduce delays in the delivery of high-
way construction and public transit projects 
arising from the environmental review proc-
ess, while continuing to ensure the protec-
tion of the human and natural environment. 

ø(b) COORDINATED ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
PROCESS.—

ø(1) DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION.—
The Secretary shall develop and implement a 
coordinated environmental review process 

for highway construction and public transit 
projects that require—

ø(A) the preparation of an environmental 
impact statement or environmental assess-
ment under the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), except 
that the Secretary may decide not to apply 
this section to the preparation of an environ-
mental assessment under such Act; or 

ø(B) the conduct of any other environ-
mental review or analysis, rendering of an 
opinion, or issuance of an environmental per-
mit, license, or approval under Federal law. 

ø(2) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—
ø(A) IN GENERAL.—The coordinated envi-

ronmental review process may be specified 
for a particular project, class of projects, or 
program and shall ensure that, whenever 
practicable (as specified in this section), all 
environmental reviews, analyses, opinions, 
and any permits, licenses, or approvals that 
must be issued or made by any Federal agen-
cy for the project concerned shall be con-
ducted concurrently and completed within a 
cooperatively determined time period. Such 
process for a project, class of projects, or 
program may be incorporated into a memo-
randum of understanding between the De-
partment of Transportation and affected 
Federal agencies (and, where appropriate, 
State and local agencies and federally recog-
nized tribes). 

ø(B) ESTABLISHMENT OF TIME PERIODS.—In 
establishing the time period referred to in 
subparagraph (A), and any time periods for 
review within such period, the Department 
and all such agencies shall take into account 
their respective resources and statutory 
commitments. 

ø(c) ELEMENTS OF COORDINATED ENVIRON-
MENTAL REVIEW PROCESS.—For each project, 
the coordinated environmental review proc-
ess established under this section shall pro-
vide, at a minimum, for the following ele-
ments: 

ø(1) FEDERAL AGENCY IDENTIFICATION.—The 
Secretary shall, at the earliest possible time, 
identify all potential Federal agencies that—

ø(A) have jurisdiction by law over or spe-
cial expertise related to environmental-re-
lated issues that may be affected by the 
project and the analysis of which would be 
part of any environmental document re-
quired by the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); or 

ø(B) may be required by Federal law to 
independently—

ø(i) conduct an environmental-related re-
view or analysis for the project; 

ø(ii) determine whether to issue a permit, 
license, or approval for the project; or 

ø(iii) render an opinion on the environ-
mental impact of the project. 

ø(2) TIME LIMITATIONS AND CONCURRENT RE-
VIEW.—If requested by the project sponsor, 
the Secretary and the head of each Federal 
agency identified under paragraph (1)—

ø(A)(i) shall jointly develop and establish 
time periods for review for—

ø(I) all Federal agency comments with re-
spect to any environmental documents re-
quired by the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) for the 
project; and 

ø(II) all other independent Federal agency 
environmental analyses, reviews, opinions, 
and decisions on any permits, licenses, and 
approvals that must be issued or made for 
the project; such that each such Federal 
agency’s review shall be undertaken and 
completed within such established time peri-
ods for review; or 

ø(ii) may enter into an agreement to estab-
lish such time periods for review with re-
spect to a class of projects or programs; and 

ø(B) shall ensure, in establishing such time 
periods for review, that the conduct of any 
such analysis or review, rendering of such 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:04 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03FE6.015 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES406 February 3, 2004
opinion, and the issuance of such decision is 
undertaken concurrently with all other envi-
ronmental reviews for the project, including 
the reviews required by the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.); except that such review may not be 
concurrent if the affected Federal agency 
can demonstrate that such concurrent re-
view would result in a significant adverse 
impact to the environment or substantively 
alter the operation of Federal law or would 
not be possible without information devel-
oped as part of the environmental review 
process. 

ø(3) FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED.—Time pe-
riods for review established under this sec-
tion shall be consistent with the time peri-
ods established by the Council on Environ-
mental Quality under sections 1501.8 and 
1506.10 of title 40, Code of Federal Regula-
tions. 

ø(4) EXTENSIONS.—The Secretary shall ex-
tend any time periods for review under this 
section if, upon good cause shown, the Sec-
retary and any Federal agency concerned de-
termine that additional time for analysis 
and review is needed. Any memorandum of 
understanding shall be modified to incor-
porate any mutually agreed-upon extensions. 

ø(d) CLARIFICATION REGARDING ENVIRON-
MENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS PREPARED BY 
STATE AND LOCAL TRANSPORTATION AGEN-
CIES.—Any project sponsor that is a State or 
local governmental entity eligible to receive 
funds under this Act, chapter I of title 23, 
United States Code; or chapter 53 of title 49, 
United States Code, may, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, serve as a joint lead agency 
with the Department for purposes of pre-
paring any environmental document under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.), and 
may prepare any such environmental docu-
ments required in support of any action or 
approval by the Secretary, provided that the 
Department furnishes guidance in such prep-
aration and independently evaluates such 
document, and provided that the document 
is approved and adopted by the Secretary 
prior to the Secretary taking any subsequent 
action or making any approval based on such 
document, whether or not the Secretary’s 
action or approval results in Federal fund-
ing. The Secretary shall ensure that the 
project sponsor complies with all design and 
mitigation commitments made jointly by 
the Secretary and the project sponsor in 
such environmental document, or that the 
document is appropriately supplemented if 
project changes become necessary. Any such 
environmental document prepared in accord-
ance with this subsection may be adopted or 
used by any Federal agency making any ap-
proval to the same extent that such Federal 
agency could adopt or use a document pre-
pared by another Federal agency. 

ø(e) DISPUTE RESOLUTION.—When the Sec-
retary determines that a Federal agency 
which is subject to a time period under this 
section for its environmental review has 
failed to complete its review, analysis, opin-
ion, or decision on issuing any permit, li-
cense, or approval within the established 
time period or within any agreed-upon exten-
sion to such time period, the Secretary may, 
after notice and consultation with such 
agency, close the record on the matter before 
the Secretary. If the Secretary finds, after 
timely compliance with this section, that an 
environmental issue related to the project 
over which an affected Federal agency has 
jurisdiction under Federal law has not been 
resolved, the Secretary and the head of the 
Federal agency shall resolve the matter not 
later than 30 days after the date of the find-
ing by the Secretary. The dispute resolution 
procedures established pursuant to this sub-
section may be initiated by the Secretary or 

by the Governor of any State in which a 
highway construction or public transit 
project is located, or by the head of any Fed-
eral agency subject to the time period under 
this subsection. 

ø(f) PARTICIPATION OF STATE AGENCIES.—
For any project eligible for assistance under 
chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, a 
State, under State law, may require that all 
State agencies that have jurisdiction by 
State or Federal law over environmental-re-
lated issues that may be affected by the 
project, or that are required to issue any en-
vironmental-related reviews, analyses, opin-
ions, or determinations on issuing any per-
mits, licenses, or approvals for the project, 
be subject to the coordinated environmental 
review process established under this section 
unless the Secretary determines that a State 
agency’s participation would not be in the 
public interest. If a State wishes to partici-
pate in the review process, the State must 
require all such State agencies with jurisdic-
tion by law to be subject to and comply with 
the review process to the same extent as a 
Federal agency. 

ø(g) ASSISTANCE TO AFFECTED STATE AND 
FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ap-
prove a request by a State to provide funds 
made available under chapter 1 of title 23, 
United States Code, or for a public transit 
project made available under chapter 53 of 
title 49, United States Code, to the State for 
the project, class of projects, or program 
subject to the coordinated environmental re-
view process established under this section, 
to affected Federal agencies, including the 
Department of Transportation, to State 
agencies participating in the coordinated en-
vironmental review process, and to federally 
recognized tribes, to provide the resources 
necessary to meet any time limits estab-
lished under this section. The Secretary also 
may use funds made available under section 
204 of title 23, United States Code, for the 
purposes specified under this subsection. 

ø(2) AMOUNTS.—Such requests under para-
graph (1) shall be approved only—

ø(A) for the additional amounts that the 
Secretary determines are necessary for the 
affected Federal agencies to meet the time 
limits for environmental review; and 

ø(B) if such time limits are less than the 
customary time necessary for such review. 

ø(h) JUDICIAL REVIEW AND SAVINGS 
CLAUSE.—

ø(1) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Except as set forth 
under subsection (i), nothing in this section 
shall affect the reviewability of any final 
Federal agency action in a court of the 
United States. 

ø(2) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall affect the applicability of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) or any other Federal envi-
ronmental statute or affect the responsi-
bility of any Federal officer to comply with 
or enforce any such statute. 

ø(i) LIMITATIONS ON CLAIMS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, a claim 
arising under Federal law seeking judicial 
review of a permit, license, or approval 
issued by a Federal agency for a highway 
construction or public transit project shall 
be barred unless it is filed within one hun-
dred eighty days after the permit, license, or 
approval is final pursuant to the statute 
under which the agency action is taken, un-
less a shorter time is specified in the Federal 
law pursuant to which judicial review is al-
lowed. Nothing in this subsection shall cre-
ate a right to judicial review or place any 
limit on filing a claim that a person has vio-
lated the terms of a permit, license, or ap-
proval. 

ø(j) REPEAL.—Section 1309 of the Transpor-
tation Equity Act for the 21st Century (Pub-

lic Law 105–178; 112 Stat. 232; June 9, 1998) is 
repealed. 
øSEC. 1603. ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSIBILITY 

FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS. 
ø(a) GENERAL.—Section 138 of title 23, 

United States Code, is repealed and the fol-
lowing new section is inserted: 
ø‘‘§ 138. Assumption of responsibility for cat-

egorical exclusions 
ø‘‘(a) CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINA-

TIONS.—Upon mutual agreement, the Sec-
retary may assign and a State may assume 
responsibility for determining whether cer-
tain designated activities are included with-
in classes of action identified in regulation 
by the Secretary that are categorically ex-
cluded from requirements for environmental 
assessments or environmental impact state-
ments pursuant to regulations promulgated 
by the Council on Environmental Quality, or 
other successor law or regulation. Such de-
terminations shall be made by a State pursu-
ant to criteria established by the Secretary 
and only for types of activities specifically 
designated by the Secretary. Such criteria 
shall include provision for public availability 
of information consistent with the Freedom 
of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552). 

ø‘‘(b) OTHER APPLICABLE FEDERAL LAWS.—
Upon mutual agreement, the Secretary may 
assign and the State may assume some or all 
of the Department’s responsibilities for envi-
ronmental review, consultation, or other re-
lated actions required under any Federal law 
applicable to activities that are classified by 
the Secretary as categorical exclusions, with 
the exception of government-to-government 
consultation with Indian tribes, if the State 
also assumes decision-making authority 
under this section. The State shall assume 
this responsibility subject to the same proce-
dural and substantive requirements as would 
be required if that responsibility was carried 
out by the Department. When a State as-
sumes such responsibility under a Federal 
law, it shall be solely responsible and solely 
liable for complying with and carrying out 
that law in lieu of the Department. 

ø‘‘(c) AGREEMENTS.—The Secretary and the 
State shall enter into a memorandum of un-
derstanding setting forth the responsibilities 
to be assigned under this section and the 
terms and conditions under which such as-
signments are to be made. Such memoran-
dums of understanding shall be established 
for periods of no more than three years. In 
the memorandum of understanding the State 
shall consent to accept the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts for the compliance, dis-
charge, and enforcement of any responsi-
bility of the Secretary it may assume. The 
Secretary shall monitor the State depart-
ment of transportation’s compliance with 
the memorandum of understanding as well as 
the effectiveness of the delegation, and will 
take into account the State’s performance in 
deciding whether and under what conditions 
to renew a memorandum of understanding. 

ø‘‘(d) TERMINATION.—The Secretary may 
terminate any assumption of responsibility 
under this section upon a determination that 
a State is not adequately carrying out its as-
signed responsibilities. 

ø‘‘(e) STATE SUBJECT TO FEDERAL LAWS.—
For purposes of assuming theSecretary’s re-
sponsibilities under this section, the State 
agency signing the agreement in subsection 
(c) is deemed to be a Federal agency to the 
extent the State is carrying out the Sec-
retary’s responsibilities under the National 
Environmental Policy Act, under this title, 
and under any other Federal law.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis of chapter 1 of title 23 is amended by 
striking ‘‘Preservation of parklands’’ in the 
item relating to section 138 and inserting 
‘‘Assumption of responsibility for categor-
ical exclusions.’’. 
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øSEC. 1604. SECTION 4(f) POLICY ON LANDS, 

WILDLIFE AND WATERFOWL REF-
UGES, AND HISTORIC SITES. 

øSection 303 of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 303. Policy on lands, wildlife and water-

fowl refuges, and historic sites 
ø‘‘(a) It is the policy of the United States 

Government that special effort should be 
made to preserve the natural beauty of the 
countryside and public park and recreation 
lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and 
historic sites. 

ø‘‘(b) The Secretary of Transportation 
shall cooperate and consult, when appro-
priate, with the Secretaries of the Interior, 
Housing and Urban Development, and Agri-
culture, and with the States, in developing 
transportation plans and programs that in-
clude measures to maintain or enhance the 
natural beauty of lands crossed by transpor-
tation activities or facilities. 

ø‘‘(c)(1) The Secretary of Transportation 
may approve a transportation program or 
project requiring the use of publicly owned 
land of a public park, recreation area, or 
wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, 
State, or local significance, or land of a his-
toric site of national, State, or local signifi-
cance (as determined by the Federal, State, 
or local officials having jurisdiction over the 
park, area, refuge or site) only if—

ø‘‘(A) there is no feasible and prudent al-
ternative to using that land, and 

ø‘‘(B) the program or project includes all 
possible planning to minimize harm to the 
park, recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl 
refuge, or historic site resulting from the 
use. 

ø‘‘(2) In making approvals under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall apply the fol-
lowing standards: 

ø‘‘(A) The Secretary may eliminate an al-
ternative as infeasible if the Secretary finds 
that the alternative cannot be implemented 
as a matter of sound engineering.

ø‘‘(B) The Secretary shall consider the fol-
lowing when determining whether it would 
be prudent to avoid the use of land of a re-
source subject to preservation under this 
section: 

ø‘‘(i) The relative significance of the land 
of the resource being protected. 

ø‘‘(ii) The views of the official or officials 
with jurisdiction over the land. 

ø‘‘(iii) The relative severity of the adverse 
effects on the protected activities, at-
tributes, or features that qualify a resource 
for protection. 

ø‘‘(iv) The ability to mitigate adverse ef-
fects. 

ø‘‘(v) The magnitude of the adverse effects 
that would result from the selection of an al-
ternative that avoids the use of the land of 
the resource. 

ø‘‘(C) A mitigation measure or mitigation 
alternative under paragraph (c)(1)(B) of this 
section is possible if it is feasible and pru-
dent. In evaluating the feasibility and pru-
dence of a mitigation measure or mitigation 
alternative under paragraph (c)(1)(B) of this 
section, the Secretary shall be governed by 
the standards of paragraphs (c)(2)(A) and (B) 
of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(d) The requirements of this section do 
not apply to—

ø‘‘(1) a project for a park road, parkway, or 
refuge road under section 204 of title 23; or 

ø‘‘(2) a highway project on land adminis-
tered by an agency of the Federal govern-
ment, when the purpose of the project is to 
serve or enhance the values for which the 
land would otherwise be protected under this 
section, as jointly determined by the Sec-
retary of Transportation and the head of the 
appropriate Federal land managing agency. 

ø‘‘(e) The requirements of this section are 
deemed to be satisfied where the treatment 

of an historic site (other than a National 
Historic Landmark) has been agreed upon in 
accordance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f). 
The Secretary, in consultation with the Ad-
visory Council on Historic Preservation, 
shall develop administrative procedures to 
review the implementation of this sub-
section to ensure that the objectives of the 
National Historic Preservation Act are being 
met. 

ø‘‘(f)(1) The Secretary may approve a re-
quest by a State to provide funds made avail-
able under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code, to a State historic preservation 
office, Tribal historic preservation office, or 
to the Advisory Council on Historic Preser-
vation to provide the resources necessary to 
expedite the historic preservation review and 
consultation process under section 303 of 
title 49 and under section 470f of title 16, 
United States Code. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary shall encourage States 
to provide such funding to State historic 
preservation officers, tribal historic preser-
vation officers or the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation where the investment 
of such funds will accelerate completion of a 
project or classes of projects or programs by 
reducing delays in historic preservation re-
view and consultation. 

ø‘‘(3) Such requests under paragraph (1) 
shall be approved only for the additional 
amounts that the Secretary determines are 
necessary for a State historic preservation 
office, tribal historic preservation office, or 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tion to expedite the review and consultation 
process and only where the Secretary deter-
mines that such additional amounts will per-
mit completion of the historic preservation 
process in less than the time customarily re-
quired for such process.’’. 
øSEC. 1605. NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAYS PRO-

GRAM. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 162 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended—
ø(1) in subsection (a)(1), by inserting a 

comma after ‘‘Byways’’ and by striking ‘‘or 
All-American Roads’’ and inserting ‘‘All-
American Roads, or one of America’s By-
ways’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A), by inserting a 
comma after ‘‘Byways’’ and by striking ‘‘or 
All-American Roads,’’ and inserting ‘‘All-
American Roads, or one of America’s By-
ways,’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (b)(2)(A), by inserting a 
comma after ‘‘Byway’’ and by striking ‘‘or 
All-American Road’’ and inserting ‘‘All-
American Road, or one of America’s By-
ways’’; 

ø(4) in subsection (b)(2)(B), by inserting a 
comma after ‘‘Byway’’ and by striking ‘‘or 
All-American Road’’ and inserting ‘‘All-
American Road, or one of America’s By-
ways’’; and 

ø(5) in subsection (c)(4), by striking ‘‘pass-
ing lane,’’. 

ø(b) RESEARCH, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, 
MARKETING, AND PROMOTION.—Section 162 of 
such title is further amended—

ø(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec-
tively; 

ø(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the 
following new subsection: 

ø‘‘(d) RESEARCH, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, 
MARKETING, AND PROMOTION.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
carry out research, technical assistance, 
marketing, and promotion with respect to 
State scenic byways, National Scenic By-
ways, All-American Roads, or America’s By-
ways. 

ø‘‘(2) COOPERATION, GRANTS, AND CON-
TRACTS.—The Secretary may make grants to 
or enter into contracts, cooperative agree-

ments, and other transactions with any Fed-
eral agency, State agency, authority, asso-
ciation, institution, for-profit or nonprofit 
corporation, organization, foreign country, 
or person, including the center for national 
scenic byways in Duluth, Minnesota, to 
carry out the provisions of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(3) FUNDS.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available for the National Scenic By-
ways Program to carry out projects and ac-
tivities under this subsection. 

ø‘‘(4) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give 
priority to partnerships that leverage pri-
vate, Federal , or other public funds for re-
search, technical assistance, marketing and 
promotion.’’; and 

ø(3) by adding the following at the end of 
subsection (g): ‘‘The Federal share of the 
cost of projects or activities under sub-
section (d) may be up to 100 percent.’’. 
øSEC. 1606. RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM.

ø(a) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM FOR-
MULA.—Section 104(h)(1) of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘re-
search and technical assistance under the 
recreational trails program and for the ad-
ministration of the National Recreational 
Trails Advisory Committee’’ and inserting 
‘‘research, technical assistance, and training 
under the recreational trails program’’. 

ø(b) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM AD-
MINISTRATION.—Section 206 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended—

ø(1) by striking subsection (c) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(c) STATE RESPONSIBILITIES.—
ø‘‘(1) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for appor-

tionments under this section—
ø‘‘(A) the Governor of the State shall des-

ignate the State agency or agencies that will 
be responsible for administering apportion-
ments made to the State under this section; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) the State shall establish a State rec-
reational trail committee that—

ø‘‘(i) has not less than 30 percent of its vot-
ing membership representing nonmotorized 
recreational trail users, 

ø‘‘(ii) has not less than 30 percent of its 
voting membership representing motorized 
recreational trail users, 

ø‘‘(iii) must meet not less than once per 
Federal fiscal year in a publicly announced 
public meeting, and 

ø‘‘(iv) must be used to develop statewide 
trail program policy and to rate, rank, and 
recommend recreational trails program 
projects for funding. 

ø‘‘(2) OBLIGATION REQUIREMENT.—If a State 
does not meet the committee requirements 
within a fiscal year, it is not eligible for an 
apportionment in the following fiscal year.’’; 

ø(2) by striking subsection (d)(2) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(2) PERMISSIBLE USES.—Permissible uses 
of funds apportioned to a State for a fiscal 
year to carry out this section include—

ø‘‘(A) maintenance and restoration of ex-
isting recreational trails; 

ø‘‘(B) development and rehabilitation of 
trailside and trailhead facilities and trail 
linkages for recreational trails; 

ø‘‘(C) purchase and lease of recreational 
trail construction and maintenance equip-
ment; 

ø‘‘(D) construction of new recreational 
trails, except that, in the case of new rec-
reational trails crossing Federal lands, con-
struction of the trails shall be—

ø‘‘(i) permissible under other law; 
ø‘‘(ii) necessary and recommended by a 

statewide comprehensive outdoor recreation 
plan that is required by the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–
4 et seq.) and that is in effect; 

ø‘‘(iii) approved by the administering agen-
cy of the State designated under subsection 
(c)(1)(A); and 
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ø‘‘(iv) approved by each Federal agency 

having jurisdiction over the affected lands 
under such terms and conditions as the head 
of the Federal agency determines to be ap-
propriate, except that the approval shall be 
contingent on compliance by the Federal 
agency with all applicable laws, including 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et. seq.), the Forest and 
Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning 
Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600 et. seq.), and the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et. seq.); 

ø‘‘(E) acquisition of easements and fee sim-
ple title to property for recreational trails or 
recreational trail corridors; 

ø‘‘(F) assessment of trail conditions for ac-
cessibility and maintenance; 

ø‘‘(G) use of trail crews, youth conserva-
tion or service corps, or other appropriate 
means to carry out activities under this sec-
tion; 

ø‘‘(H) operation of educational programs to 
promote safety and environmental protec-
tion as those objectives relate to the use of 
recreational trails, supporting non-law en-
forcement trail safety and trail use moni-
toring patrol programs, and providing trail-
related training, but in an amount not to ex-
ceed 5 percent of the apportionment made to 
the State for the fiscal year; and 

ø‘‘(I) payment of costs to the State in-
curred in administering the program, but in 
an amount not to exceed 7 percent of the ap-
portionment made to the State for the fiscal 
year to carry out this section.’’; 

ø(3) by striking subsection (d)(3)(C) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(C) USE OF YOUTH CONSERVATION OR SERV-
ICE CORPS.—A State shall make available not 
less than 10 percent of its apportionments for 
grants, cooperative agreements, or contracts 
with qualified youth conservation or service 
corps to perform recreational trails program 
activities.’’; 

ø(4) in subsection (d)(3)(D), by striking 
‘‘(2)(F)’’ and inserting ‘‘(2)(I)’’; 

ø(5) by amending subsection (f)—
ø(A) in paragraph (1)—
ø(i) by inserting ‘‘and the Federal share of 

the administrative costs of a State’’ after 
‘‘project’’; and 

ø(ii) by striking ‘‘not exceed 80 percent’’ 
and inserting in its place ‘‘be determined in 
accordance with section 120(b)’’; 

ø(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘80 
percent of’’ and inserting ‘‘the amount deter-
mined in accordance with section 120(b) for’’; 

ø(C) in paragraph (2)(B), by inserting 
‘‘sponsoring the project’’ after ‘‘Federal 
agency’’; 

ø(D) by striking paragraph (5); 
ø(E) by redesignating paragraph (4) as 

paragraph (5), and by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ 
and inserting in its place ‘‘the Federal share 
as determined in accordance with section 
120(b)’’; and 

ø(F) by inserting after paragraph (3)—
ø‘‘(4) USE OF RECREATIONAL TRAILS PRO-

GRAM FUNDS TO MATCH OTHER FEDERAL PRO-
GRAM FUNDS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, funds made available under 
this section may be used toward the non-
Federal matching share for other Federal 
program funds that are—

ø(A) expended in accordance with the re-
quirements of the Federal program relating 
to activities funded and populations served; 
and 

ø(B) expended on a project that is eligible 
for assistance under this section.’’; 

ø(6) by inserting after subsection (h)(1)(B) 
the following: 

ø‘‘(C) PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL AS-
SESSMENT COSTS INCURRED PRIOR TO PROJECT 
APPROVAL.—A project funded under sub-
sections (d)(2)(A) through (H) may allow pre-
approval planning and environmental com-

pliance costs to be credited toward the non-
Federal share in accordance with subsection 
(f), limited to costs incurred less than 18 
months prior to project approval.’’; and 

ø(7) by striking paragraph (h)(2) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(2) WAIVER OF HIGHWAY PROGRAM RE-
QUIREMENTS.—A project funded under this 
section is intended to enhance recreational 
opportunity and is not considered a highway 
project. Projects funded under this section 
are not subject to sections 112, 113, 114, 116, 
134, 135, 217, or 301 of this title; or section 303 
of title 49.’’. 
øSEC. 1607. EXEMPTION OF THE INTERSTATE SYS-

TEM. 
øSubsection 103(c) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended by inserting the following 
after paragraph (4): 

ø‘‘(5) EXEMPTION OF THE INTERSTATE SYS-
TEM.—The Interstate Highway System, or 
any portion thereof, as designated pursuant 
to subsection 103(c) of this title, shall not be 
considered an historic site of national, State 
or local significance for purposes of 49 U.S.C. 
303, 16 U.S.C. 470f, or 16. U.S.C. 470h–2 by vir-
tue of being listed as a resource on, or eligi-
ble for listing in, the National Register of 
Historic Places. At the discretion of the Sec-
retary, with the advice of the Department of 
the Interior, individual elements of the 
Interstate Highway System may receive the 
protection of section 106 or section 110 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
470f and 470h–2).’’. 
øSEC. 1608. MODIFICATION TO NHS/STP FOR 

INVASIVE SPECIES, WETLANDS, 
BROWNFIELDS, AND ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESTORATION. 

ø(a) MODIFICATIONS TO THE NHS FOR 
INVASIVE SPECIES, WETLANDS, BROWNFIELDS, 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.— 

ø(1) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 103 
(b)(6) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended in subparagraph (M)—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘1990’’ and inserting 
‘‘2000’’; and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘101–640’’ and inserting 
‘‘106–541’’. 

ø(2) STATE RESPONSIBILITY.—Section 103 
(b)(6) is further amended in subparagraph (M) 
by inserting ‘‘as determined by the State’’ 
after ‘‘to the maximum extent practicable’’. 

ø(3) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS FOR NHS.—Section 
103 (b)(6) is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraphs: 

ø‘‘(Q) Environmental restoration and pol-
lution abatement to minimize or mitigate 
impacts of any transportation project funded 
under this title (including the retrofit or 
construction of storm water treatment sys-
tems to meet State and Federal National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System re-
quirements under Section 402 of the Clean 
Water Act) to address water pollution or en-
vironmental degradation caused or contrib-
uted to by transportation facilities. When 
transportation facilities are undergoing re-
construction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, or 
restoration, the expenditure of funds under 
this section for any such environmental res-
toration or pollution abatement project shall 
not exceed 20 percent of the total cost of the 
reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, 
or restoration project. 

ø‘‘(R) In accordance with all applicable 
Federal law (including applicable Federal 
regulations), participation in the control of 
invasive plant species and the establishment 
of native species related to projects funded 
under this title, which may include partici-
pation in statewide inventories of both 
invasive and desirable plant species and re-
gional native plant habitat conservation and 
mitigation, and restoration plans. Contribu-
tions to the measures described in the pre-
ceding sentence may take place concurrent 
with or in advance of project construction; 

except that contributions in advance of 
project construction may occur only if the 
efforts are consistent with all applicable re-
quirements of Federal law (including appli-
cable Federal regulations) and State trans-
portation planning processes. 

ø‘‘(S) Remediation associated with the con-
struction of a project funded under this title 
on a brownfield site, as defined in 42 U.S.C. 
9601.’’. 

ø(b) MODIFICATIONS TO THE SURFACE TRANS-
PORTATION PROGRAM FOR INVASIVE SPECIES, 
WETLANDS, BROWNFIELDS, AND ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESTORATION.—

ø(1) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 133 
(b)(11) of title 23, is amended—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘1990’’ and inserting 
‘‘2000’’; and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘101–640’’ and inserting 
‘‘106–541’’; 

ø(2) STATE RESPONSIBILITY.—Section 133 
(b)(11) is further amended by inserting ‘‘de-
termined by the State’’ after ‘‘to the max-
imum extent practicable’’. 

ø(3) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS FOR SURFACE TRANS-
PORTATION PROGRAM.—

ø(A) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND POL-
LUTION ABATEMENT.—Section 133 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
(b)(14) and inserting the following: 

ø‘‘(14) Environmental restoration and pol-
lution abatement to minimize or mitigate 
impacts of any transportation project funded 
under this title (including the retrofit or 
construction of storm water treatment sys-
tems to meet State and Federal National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System re-
quirements under Section 402 of the Clean 
Water Act) to address water pollution or en-
vironmental degradation caused or contrib-
uted to by transportation facilities. When 
transportation facilities are undergoing re-
construction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, or 
restoration, the expenditure of funds under 
this section for any such environmental res-
toration or pollution abatement project shall 
not exceed 20 percent of the total cost of the 
reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, 
or restoration project.’’. 

ø(B) INVASIVE SPECIES CONTROL AND 
BROWNFIELDS REMEDIATION EFFORTS.—Section 
133(b) of such title, as amended by this Act, 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraphs: 

ø‘‘(16) In accordance with all applicable 
Federal law (including regulations), partici-
pation in the control of invasive plant spe-
cies and the establishment of native species 
related to projects funded under this title, 
which may include participation in state-
wide inventories of both invasive and desir-
able plant species and regional native plant 
habitat conservation and mitigation, and 
restoration plans. Contributions to the 
measures described in the preceding sentence 
may take place concurrent with or in ad-
vance of project construction; except that 
contributions in advance of project construc-
tion may occur only if the efforts are con-
sistent with all applicable requirements of 
Federal law (including regulations) and 
State transportation planning processes. 

ø‘‘(17) Remediation associated with the 
construction of a project funded under this 
title on a brownfield site, as defined in 42 
U.S.C. 9601.’’. 
øSEC. 1609. STANDARDS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 109(a) of title 23 
of the United States Code is amended by—

ø(1) striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(1); 

ø(2) striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

ø(3) adding the following paragraph at the 
end of subsection (a): 

ø‘‘(3) consider the preservation, historic, 
scenic, natural environment, and community 
values.’’. 
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ø(b) CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN.—Section 

109 of such title is amended by striking sub-
section (p) and inserting the following: 

ø‘‘(p) CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall encourage States 

to design projects funded under title 23 to—
ø‘‘(A) allow for the preservation of environ-

mental, scenic, community, and/or historic 
values; 

ø‘‘(B) ensure safe use of the facility for 
both passenger and freight movement; 

ø‘‘(C) provide for consideration of the con-
text of the locality; 

ø‘‘(D) encourage access for other modes of 
transportation; and 

ø‘‘(E) comply with subsection (a). 
ø‘‘(2) Notwithstanding subsections (b) and 

(c), the Secretary may approve a project for 
the National Highway System if the project 
is designed to achieve the criteria of sub-
paragraphs (A) through (E).’’. 
øSEC. 1610. USE OF HOV LANES. 

øSection 102 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (a) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(a) HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE (HOV) PAS-
SENGER REQUIREMENTS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State transportation 
department or other responsible local agen-
cies shall establish the occupancy require-
ments of vehicles operating in HOV facili-
ties; except that no fewer than 2 occupants 
per vehicle may be required, unless other-
wise provided in paragraph (2). 

ø‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS TO HOV OCCUPANCY RE-
QUIREMENTS.—

ø‘‘(A) MOTORCYCLES.—Motorcycles shall 
not be considered single occupant vehicles 
and shall be allowed to use HOV facilities, 
except that upon certification by the respon-
sible agency to the Secretary, the agency 
may restrict such use by motorcycles if such 
use would create a safety hazard. 

ø‘‘(B) LOW EMISSION AND ENERGY-EFFICIENT 
VEHICLES.—

ø‘‘(i) Responsible agencies shall have the 
option of allowing qualifying low emission 
and energy-efficient vehicles to use HOV fa-
cilities if they do not satisfy the established 
occupancy requirements. 

ø‘‘(ii) Responsible agencies that allow 
qualifying low emission and energy-efficient 
vehicles to use HOV facilities shall—

ø‘‘(I) establish a program that addresses 
how such qualifying vehicles are selected 
and certified; 

ø‘‘(II) establish requirements for labeling 
qualifying vehicles and procedures for en-
forcing such vehicles; 

ø‘‘(III) continuously monitor, evaluate, and 
report on performance; and 

ø‘‘(IV) establish the policies and proce-
dures that will limit or restrict the use of 
such vehicles as necessary, to ensure that 
the performance of individual facilities or 
the entire system does not become seriously 
degraded. 

ø‘‘(iii) As used in this subparagraph, the 
term ‘‘low emission and energy-efficient ve-
hicles’’ means vehicles that have been cer-
tified—

ø‘‘(I) by the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to have a 45-mile-
per-gallon or greater fuel economy highway 
rating; or are defined as an alternative fuel 
vehicle under section 301(2) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 13211(2)); and 

ø‘‘(II) as meeting Tier II emission level es-
tablished in regulations prescribed by the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency under section 202(i) of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521(i)) for that make and 
model year vehicle. 

ø‘‘(C) BICYCLES.—Responsible agencies 
shall have the option of allowing bicycles on 
surface street HOV facilities when there is 
insufficient space within the roadway or pub-

lic right-of-way to establish and designate a 
bicycle lane. 

ø‘‘(D) TOLLING OF VEHICLES.—Responsible 
agencies may permit vehicles, in addition to 
those vehicles described in paragraphs (A), 
(B), and (E) that do not satisfy the estab-
lished occupancy requirements, to use an 
HOV facility only if they charge such vehi-
cles a toll. The authority of an agency to im-
pose a toll shall be subject to section 129 of 
this title. Any agency electing to toll such 
vehicles shall also—

ø‘‘(i) establish a program that addresses 
how motorists can enroll and participate; 

ø‘‘(ii) develop, manage, and maintain a sys-
tem that will automatically collect the tolls 
that vehicles must pay; 

ø‘‘(iii) continuously monitor, evaluate, and 
report on performance; 

ø‘‘(iv) establish the policies and procedures 
for varying the toll that is charged to man-
age the demand to use the subject facilities 
and enforcing violations; and 

ø‘‘(v) establish procedures that will limit 
or restrict the use of such vehicles as nec-
essary, to ensure that the performance of in-
dividual facilities or the entire system does 
not become seriously degraded. 

ø‘‘(E) DESIGNATED PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 
VEHICLES.—

ø‘‘(i) In this subparagraph, the term ‘‘des-
ignated public transportation vehicles’’ 
means vehicles that provide designated pub-
lic transportation, as defined under section 
12141 of title 42, and that are owned or oper-
ated by a public entity or that are operating 
under contract to a public entity. 

ø‘‘(ii) Responsible agencies may permit 
designated public transportation vehicles to 
use HOV facilities if they do not satisfy the 
established occupancy requirements. 

ø‘‘(iii) Any agency that permits designated 
public transportation vehicles to use HOV fa-
cilities if they do not satisfy the established 
occupancy requirements shall—

ø‘‘(I) establish requirements for clearly and 
identifiably labeling vehicles operating 
under contract to the public entity with the 
name of the public entity on all sides of the 
vehicle; 

ø‘‘(II) establish the policies and procedures 
to ensure that vehicles operating under con-
tract to the public entity are in compliance 
with the labeling requirement under sub-
clause (I) of this clause; 

ø‘‘(III) continuously monitor, evaluate, and 
report on performance; and 

ø‘‘(IV) establish the policies and proce-
dures that will limit or restrict the use of 
such vehicles as necessary, to ensure that 
the performance of individual facilities or 
the entire system does not become seriously 
degraded. 

ø‘‘(3) HOV FACILITY MANAGEMENT, OPER-
ATION, AND MONITORING.—Agencies that per-
mit any of the exceptions specified in para-
graph (a)(2) shall be responsible for the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(A) PERFORMANCE MONITORING, EVALUA-
TION, AND REPORTING.—Responsible agencies 
shall be required to establish, manage, and 
support a performance monitoring, evalua-
tion, and reporting program if they permit 
any of the exceptions specified in paragraph 
(a)(2). This program shall continuously mon-
itor, assess, and report on the impacts that 
any of these specific types of allowed vehi-
cles may have on the operation of individual 
HOV facilities and the entire HOV system. 

ø‘‘(B) OPERATION OF HOV FACILITY OR SYS-
TEM.—Responsible agencies shall limit or 
discontinue permitting any of the exceptions 
specified in paragraph (a)(2), if the presence 
of any of these specific types of allowed vehi-
cles seriously degrades the operation of indi-
vidual HOV facilities or the entire HOV sys-
tem. For purposes of this section, ‘‘seriously 
degraded’’ means that an HOV facility lo-

cated on a freeway, or similar type of road-
way, fails to maintain a minimum average 
operating speed of at least 45 miles per hour 
90 percent of the time over a consecutive six-
month period during weekday peak travel 
periods. For HOV facilities on other types of 
roadways, the minimum average operating 
speed, performance threshold, and associated 
time period shall be established based on the 
conditions unique to each roadway and 
agreed to by the responsible agencies.’’. 
øSEC. 1611. BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION AND PE-

DESTRIAN WALKWAYS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 217 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended— 
ø(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘pedes-

trian and’’ after ‘‘safe’’; 
ø(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘bicy-

cles’’ each time it appears and inserting ‘‘pe-
destrians or bicyclists’’ in each instance; 

ø(3) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 
the following: 

ø‘‘(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the construction of bicycle transportation 
facilities and pedestrian walkways and for 
carrying out nonconstruction projects re-
lated to safe pedestrian and bicycle use shall 
be determined in accordance with section 
120(b).’’; 

ø(4) in subsection (j), by inserting after 
paragraph (4) the following: 

ø‘‘(5) SHARED USE PATH.—The term ‘‘shared 
use path’’ means a multi-use trail or other 
path, physically separated from motorized 
vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier, 
either within a highway right-of-way or 
within an independent right-of-way, and usa-
ble for transportation purposes. Shared use 
paths may be used by pedestrians, bicyclists, 
skaters, equestrians, and other nonmotorized 
users.’’; and 

ø(5) by adding after subsection (j) the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(k) USER FEES.—At the option of each 
State, a shared use path funded under this 
section is not subject to the provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 301, provided that the shared use path 
is not within a highway right-of-way, and 
the income received from user fees is used 
for ongoing maintenance and operation of 
shared use paths within the State. 

ø‘‘(l) BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY 
GRANTS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make grants to a national, not-for-profit or-
ganization engaged in promoting bicycle and 
pedestrian safety to—

ø‘‘(A) operate a national bicycle and pedes-
trian clearinghouse; 

ø‘‘(B) develop information and educational 
programs; and 

ø‘‘(C) disseminate techniques and strate-
gies for improving bicycle and pedestrian 
safety.

ø‘‘(2) FUNDING.—Funds provided under sec-
tion 104(p) of this title shall be available to 
carry out the provisions of this section. 

ø‘‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23.—Funds au-
thorized by this subsection shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if such 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code, except that the 
funds shall remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

ø(b) SET-ASIDE.—Section 104 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by adding, 
after subsection (o), as added by this Act, the 
following: 

ø‘‘(p) BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY 
GRANTS.—On October 1 of each fiscal year for 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary, 
after making the deductions authorized by 
subsections (a) and (f), shall set-aside $500,000 
of the remaining funds authorized to be ap-
portioned under subsection (b)(3) for car-
rying out the Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety 
Grants under section 217 of this title.’’. 
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øSEC. 1612. TRANSPORTATION, ENERGY, AND EN-

VIRONMENT. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the National 

Climate Change Technology Initiative and 
the Climate Change Research Initiative, the 
Secretary shall establish and carry out a 
multimodal energy and climate change pro-
gram to study the relationship of transpor-
tation, energy, and climate change. 

ø(b) CONTENTS.—The program to be carried 
out under this section shall include, but not 
be limited to, research designed to—

ø(1) identify, develop and evaluate strate-
gies to improve energy efficiency and reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions from transpor-
tation sources; and 

ø(2) identify and evaluate the potential ef-
fects of climate changes on the nation’s 
transportation systems, and strategies to ad-
dress these effects; 

ø(c) PROJECT SELECTION.—Activities to be 
undertaken in this program will be deter-
mined by an internal steering committee es-
tablished by the Secretary of Transpor-
tation. This intermodal committee shall in-
clude representatives from the Office of the 
Secretary and operating administrations 
within the Department of Transportation as 
designated by the Secretary. 

ø(d) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS 
AND CONTRACTS.—The Secretary may carry 
out this program independently or by mak-
ing grants to, or entering into contracts, co-
operative agreements, and other trans-
actions, with a Federal agency, State agen-
cy, local agency, authority, association, non-
profit or for-profit corporation, or institu-
tion of higher education. 

ø(e) FUNDING.—
ø(1) HIGHWAY ACCOUNT.—
ø(A) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) to 
carry out this section $3,600,000 for fiscal 
year 2004, $2,200,000 for fiscal year 2005, 
$2,200,000 for fiscal year 2006, $2,200,000 for fis-
cal year 2007, $2,700,000 for fiscal year 2008, 
and $2,700,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

ø(B) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—Funds author-
ized from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) to carry out 
this Section shall be available for obligation 
in the same manner as if the funds were ap-
portioned under Chapter 1 of Title 23, United 
States Code, except that the Federal share of 
the cost of a project or activity carried out 
using such funds shall not exceed 100 percent 
and such funds shall remain available until 
expended. 

ø(2) MASS TRANSIT ACCOUNT.—
ø(A) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated from the Mass Transit Account 
of the Highway Trust Fund to carry out this 
section $400,000 for fiscal year 2004, $300,000 
for fiscal year 2005, $300,000 for fiscal year 
2006, $300,000 for fiscal year 2007, $300,000 for 
fiscal year 2008, and $300,000 for fiscal year 
2009. 

ø(B) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—A grant or con-
tract that is financed with amounts paid 
under this subparagraph from the Mass 
Transit Account is a contractual obligation 
of the United States Government to pay the 
Government’s share of the cost of the 
project. 

ø(3) AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.—
There is authorized to be appropriated from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund to carry 
out this section $500,000 for fiscal year 2005, 
$500,000 for fiscal year 2006, and $500,000 for 
fiscal year 2007. 
øSEC. 1613. IDLING REDUCTION FACILITIES IN 

INTERSTATE RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 
øSection 111 of Title 23 of the United 

States Code is hereby amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

ø‘‘(d) IDLING REDUCTION FACILITIES IN 
INTERSTATE RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwith-

standing the prohibition on commercial es-
tablishments set forth in subsection (a), any 
State may permit electrification or other 
idling reduction facilities and equipment, for 
use by motor vehicles used for commercial 
purposes, to be placed in rest and recreation 
areas, and in safety rest areas, constructed 
or located on rights-of-way of the Interstate 
System in such State, and may charge, or 
permit charges for the use of such facilities. 
The exclusive purpose of such facilities or 
technologies shall be to enable operators of 
such vehicles to turn off their engines while 
parked and still have heating, air condi-
tioning, electricity, and communication 
services in the vehicle.’’. 
øSEC. 1614. APPROPRIATION FOR TRANSPOR-

TATION PURPOSES OF LANDS OR IN-
TEREST IN LANDS OWNED BY THE 
UNITED STATES. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 317 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
ø‘‘§ 317. Appropriation for transportation pur-

poses of lands or interest in lands owned 
by the United States 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter-

mines that any part of the lands or interests 
in land owned by the United States are rea-
sonably necessary for any project adminis-
tered under this title or as a source for mate-
rials for such a project, the Secretary is au-
thorized to file with the Secretary of the De-
partment supervising the administration of 
such lands or interests in lands a description 
and a map showing the portion of such lands 
or interests in lands which it is necessary to 
appropriate. The Secretary of such Depart-
ment shall have a period of up to four 
months to review the proposed appropriation 
and to designate reasonable mitigation 
measures necessary to protect the adjacent 
federal lands from adverse environmental 
impacts, or to certify that the proposed ap-
propriation is contrary to the purposes for 
which such lands or materials have been re-
served. If no such certification is received, 
the Secretary may appropriate and transfer 
such lands or interests in lands to the State 
transportation department, or its nominee, 
subject to such reasonable mitigation meas-
ures designated above. If at any time the 
need for such lands or materials for trans-
portation purposes shall no longer exist, no-
tice of the fact shall be given by the State 
transportation department to the Secretary 
and the Secretary of the Department from 
which they had been appropriated. Such 
lands or materials may, at the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Department from which 
they had been appropriated or its designee, 
revert to the United States, under the con-
trol of such Secretary, or its designee. Un-
less otherwise instructed by the Secretary, 
prior to any such reversion the State trans-
portation department shall restore the land 
to its former condition. 

ø‘‘(b) PRIOR RESTRICTIONS OR ENCUM-
BRANCES.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the acquisition and use of land 
under this section may proceed irrespective 
of any prior deed restrictions or other en-
cumbrances that were imposed as a condi-
tion on the receipt of Federal funds.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 3 of such title is revised by 
amending the item relating to section 317 to 
read as follows:
ø‘‘317. Appropriation for transportation 

purposes of lands or interest in 
lands owned by the United 
States.’’.

øSEC. 1615. TOLL PROGRAMS. 
ø(a) INTERSTATE SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION 

AND REHABILITATION PILOT PROGRAM.—Sec. 
1216(b) of the Transportation Equity Act for 
the 21st Century is amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘that 
could not otherwise be adequately main-
tained or functionally improved without the 
collection of tolls’’; 

ø(2) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following: 

ø‘‘(C) An analysis demonstrating that fi-
nancing the reconstruction or rehabilitation 
of the facility with the collection of tolls 
under this pilot program is the most effi-
cient, economical, or expeditious way to ad-
vance the project.’’; and 

ø(3) in paragraph (4), 
ø(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-

serting the following: 
ø‘‘(A) the State’s analysis showing that fi-

nancing the reconstruction or rehabilitation 
of this facility with the collection of tolls 
under this program is the most efficient, eco-
nomical, or expeditious way to advance the 
project is reasonable;’’; 

ø(B) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(B) the facility needs reconstruction or 
rehabilitation;’’; 

ø(C) by striking subparagraph (C); and 
ø(D) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 

and (E) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respec-
tively. 

ø(b) VARIABLE TOLL PRICING PROGRAM.—
ø(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, not-

withstanding sections 129 and 301 of title 23, 
United States Code, may permit a State or 
public authority to toll any highway, bridge, 
or tunnel, including facilities on the Inter-
state System, to manage existing high levels 
of congestion or reduce emissions in a non-
attainment area or maintenance area. 

ø(2) BASIC PROGRAM.—The following condi-
tions apply to any variable toll pricing pro-
gram established under this section: 

ø(A) LIMITATION ON USE OF REVENUES.—All 
toll revenues received from the operation of 
the toll facility shall be used first for debt 
service, reasonable return on investment of 
any private financing, and the costs nec-
essary for proper operation and maintenance 
of the toll facility (including reconstruction, 
resurfacing, restoration, and rehabilitation). 
If the State or public authority certifies an-
nually that the tolled facility is being ade-
quately maintained, then the State or public 
authority may use any excess toll revenues 
for projects eligible for Federal assistance 
under title 23, United States Code. 

ø(B) AGREEMENT.—Before the Secretary 
may permit tolling under this subsection, 
and for each facility that may be tolled, the 
Secretary and the State or public authority 
must enter into an agreement providing for 
the conditions in subparagraphs (A) and (C) 
of this paragraph. The agreement shall ter-
minate upon the decision of the State or 
public authority to discontinue its variable 
tolling program for that facility. If there is 
any debt outstanding on the facility at the 
time the decision is made to discontinue the 
program, the facility may continue to be 
tolled in accordance with the terms of the 
agreement until the debt is retired. 

ø(C) REQUIREMENTS.—
ø(i) VARIABLE PRICE REQUIREMENT.—The 

Secretary shall require, for each facility that 
may be tolled under this subsection, that the 
tolls vary in price according to time of day, 
as appropriate, to manage congestion or to 
improve air quality. 

ø(ii) HOV PASSENGER REQUIREMENTS.—In 
addition to the exceptions to the high occu-
pancy vehicle passenger requirements estab-
lished under section 102(a)(2) of title 23, 
United States Code, a State may permit ve-
hicles with fewer than 2 occupants to operate 
in high occupancy vehicle lanes as part of a 
variable toll pricing program established 
under this subsection. 

ø(D) LIMITATION ON FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
Federal share payable for projects on the 
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tolled facility, including projects to install 
toll collection facilities, shall be a percent-
age determined by the State but shall not 
exceed 80 percent. 

ø(3) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to partici-
pate in the program, a State or public au-
thority shall provide to the Secretary—

ø(A) a description of the congestion or air 
quality problems sought to be addressed 
under this program; 

ø(B) an identification of the goals sought 
to be achieved and the performance meas-
ures that would be used to gauge the success 
made toward reaching those goals; and 

ø(C) such other information as the Sec-
retary may require. 

ø(4) DEFINITIONS.—
ø(A) MAINTENANCE AREA.—The term ‘‘main-

tenance area’’ has the same meaning given 
the term under section 101 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

ø(B) NONATTAINMENT AREA.—The term 
‘‘nonattainment area’’ has the same meaning 
given the term under section 7501 of title 42, 
United States Code. 

ø(c) REPEAL.—Section 1012(b) of the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation Efficiency 
Act, as amended by section 1216(a) of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury, is repealed. Notwithstanding the repeal 
of section 1012(b), the Secretary shall mon-
itor and allow any value pricing program es-
tablished under a cooperative agreement in 
effect on the date of enactment of this Act to 
continue. 
øSEC. 1616. OZONE STANDARDS, PARTICULATE 

MATTER STANDARDS, AND RE-
GIONAL HAZE PROGRAM. 

ø(a) TITLE.—The heading of title VI of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury (Public Law 105–178; 112 Stat. 463; June 
9, 1998) is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘TITLE VI—OZONE STANDARDS, PARTIC-

ULATE MATTER STANDARDS, AND RE-
GIONAL HAZE PROGRAM’’
ø(b) FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.—Section 6101 

of such Act is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 6101. Findings and Purpose 

ø‘‘(a) The Congress finds that—
ø‘‘(1) the fine particle (PM–2.5) standards 

promulgated by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (referred to 
in this title as ‘‘Administrator’’) in July 1997 
were established to protect the public health 
and welfare; 

ø‘‘(2) there is a continuing need for PM–2.5 
air quality monitoring data; 

ø‘‘(3) with three years of PM–2.5 air quality 
monitoring data for all areas expected to be 
available by 2003 it is important to move for-
ward to designate areas as attainment or 
nonattainment and proceed with implemen-
tation of these standards; 

ø‘‘(4) it will be beneficial to States to de-
velop and submit implementation plans for 
the PM–2.5 standards and the regional haze 
program at the same time; and 

ø‘‘(5) Western States that participated in 
the Grand Canyon Visibility Transport Com-
mission should be permitted to submit plans 
in 2003 to implement recommendations set 
forth in the Commission’s report. 

ø‘‘(b) The purposes of this title are—
ø‘‘(1) to ensure the availability of PM–2.5 

air quality monitoring data; 
ø‘‘(2) to establish a deadline for the des-

ignation of areas for the PM–2.5 standards; 
and 

ø‘‘(3) to ensure that States are able to de-
velop PM–2.5 and regional haze implementa-
tion plans at the same time for all areas 
within a State, while continuing to allow 
nine Western States the option of submitting 
regional haze plans in 2003 to implement re-
gional haze requirements based on the 1996 
recommendations of the Grand Canyon Visi-
bility Transport Commission.’’. 

ø(c) PARTICULATE MATTER AND REGIONAL 
HAZE.—

ø(1) The heading of section 6102 of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Cen-
tury is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘§ 6102. Particulate matter and regional 
haze programs’’
ø(2) Section 6102(c) of such Act is amended 

to read as follows: 
ø‘‘(c)(1) The Governors shall be required to 

submit designations referred to in section 
107(d)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7407(d)(1)) for each area following promulga-
tion of the July 1997 PM–2.5 national ambi-
ent air quality standard by September 30, 
2003, based on air quality monitoring data 
collected in accordance with any applicable 
Federal reference methods for the relevant 
areas. Only data from the monitoring net-
work designated in subsection (a) and other 
Federal reference method PM–2.5 monitors 
shall be considered for such designations. 
Nothing in the previous sentence shall be 
construed as affecting the Governor’s au-
thority to designate an area initially as non-
attainment, and the Administrator’s author-
ity to promulgate the designation of an area 
as nonattainment, under section 107(d)(1) of 
the Clean Air Act, based on its contribution 
to ambient air quality in a nearby non-
attainment area. 

ø‘‘(2)(A) Each State shall submit, for the 
entire State, the State implementation plan 
revisions to meet the requirements promul-
gated by the Administrator under section 
169B(e)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7492(e)(1)) (hereinafter in this paragraph re-
ferred to as ‘the regional haze requirements’) 
by 3 years after the date the Administrator 
promulgates the designations referred to in 
subsection (d) for such State. 

ø‘‘(B) The provisions of subparagraph (A) of 
this paragraph shall not preclude the imple-
mentation of the agreements and rec-
ommendations set forth in the Grand Canyon 
Visibility Transport Commission Report 
dated June 1996. These provisions shall not 
preclude the submission of State implemen-
tation plan revisions by the States of Ari-
zona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, or Wyoming by 
December 31, 2003, for implementation of the 
regional haze requirements as they apply to 
such States. Each of the aforementioned 
States submitting such plan revisions shall 
also submit statewide implementation plan 
revisions, as required under subparagraph 
(A), to address, as necessary, any additional 
mandatory Class I Federal areas not ad-
dressed by the revisions submitted pursuant 
to the preceding sentence.’’. 

ø(3) Section 169B(e)(2) of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7492(e)(2)) is repealed. 

ø(4) Section 6102(d) of the Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century is amended 
to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(d) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, the Administrator shall promulgate 
the designations referred to in subsection (d) 
of section 107 of the Clean Air Act for each 
area of each State for the July 1997 PM–2.5 
national ambient air quality standards by 
December 31, 2004.’’. 

ø(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1(b) 
of the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st 
Century is amended in the Table of Con-
tents—

ø(1) in the heading for title VI, by striking 
‘‘OZONE AND PARTICULATE MATTER 
STANDARDS’’ and inserting ‘‘OZONE 
STANDARDS, PARTICULATE MATTER 
STANDARDS, AND REGIONAL HAZE PRO-
GRAM’’; and

ø(2) in the item relating to section 6102, by 
striking ‘‘monitoring program’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘and regional haze programs’’. 

øSEC. 1617. INDEMNIFICATION ON CERTAIN 
RAILBANKED PROJECTS. 

øWhere, pursuant to a final judgment, a 
Federal court finds the United States liable 
by operation of section 8(d) the National 
Trails System Act (enacted by section 208 of 
Pub. L. 98–11, 97 Stat. 48) (16 U.S.C. 1247(d)), 
for a taking of property under the Fifth 
Amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion, a State that has received funds, after 
the date of enactment of this Act, under a 
Federal-aid highway program established 
under title 23, United States Code, and that 
has used a portion of those funds to acquire, 
develop, maintain or improve a railroad 
right-of-way that is the subject of the judg-
ment, shall indemnify the United States up 
to the lesser amount of the judgment award-
ed (including attorney fees) or the Federal-
aid highway program funds received in con-
nection with that railroad right-of-way. 

øSubtitle G—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Operations 

øSEC. 1701. TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGE-
MENT AND OPERATIONS. 

ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101(a) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (3)—
ø(A) by inserting ‘‘and intermodal oper-

ations to enhance security’’ after ‘‘program’’ 
in the first sentence; and 

ø(B) in subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘traf-
fic control systems,’’; 

ø(2) in paragraph (18), as redesignated by 
this Act, by inserting ‘‘costs incurred by 
transportation agencies attributed to oper-
ation of technology used to monitor critical 
transportation infrastructure for security 
purposes,’’ after ‘‘rent,’’ and by inserting 
‘‘transportation systems management and 
operations and’’ after ‘‘with’’; 

ø(3) in paragraph (19)(A)(i), as redesignated 
by this Act, by inserting—

ø(A) ‘‘transportation system management 
and operations, including,’’ after ‘‘for’’; 

ø(B) ‘‘and transportation security’’ after 
‘‘installation of traffic’’; and 

ø(C) ‘‘equipment and programs for trans-
portation response to manmade and natural 
disasters,’’ after ‘‘incident management pro-
grams,’’; 

ø(4) by redesignating paragraphs (39) and 
(40), as redesignated by this Act, as para-
graphs (40) and (41), respectively; and 

ø(5) by inserting new paragraph (39) after 
paragraph (38), as follows: 

ø‘‘(39) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGE-
MENT AND OPERATIONS.—The term ‘transpor-
tation systems management and operations’ 
means an integrated program to optimize 
the performance of existing infrastructure 
through the implementation of multi- and 
intermodal, cross-jurisdictional systems, 
services, and projects designed to preserve 
capacity and improve security, safety, and 
reliability of Federal-aid highways. Trans-
portation systems management and oper-
ations includes regional operations collabo-
ration and coordination activities between 
transportation and public safety agencies, 
and improvements such as traffic detection 
and surveillance, arterial management, free-
way management, demand management, 
work zone management, emergency manage-
ment, electronic toll collection, automated 
enforcement, traffic incident management, 
roadway weather management, traveler in-
formation services, commercial vehicle oper-
ations, traffic control, freight management, 
and coordination of highway, rail, transit, 
bicycle, and pedestrian operations.’’. 

ø(b) CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUAL-
ITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY.—
Section 149(b)(5) of such title is amended by 
inserting ‘‘improve transportation systems 
management and operations,’’ after ‘‘inter-
sections,’’. 
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ø(c) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 

ELIGIBILITY.—Section 133(b) of such title, as 
amended by section 1608 of this Act, is fur-
ther amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(17) Regional transportation operations 
collaboration and coordination activities 
that are associated with regional improve-
ments, such as traffic incident management, 
technology deployment, emergency manage-
ment and response, traveler information, and 
regional congestion relief.’’. 

ø(d) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGE-
MENT AND OPERATIONS.—Chapter 1 of such 
title, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended by inserting the following new sec-
tion after section 164: 
ø‘‘§ 165. Transportation systems management 

and operations 
ø‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—To ensure efficient and 

effective transportation systems manage-
ment and operations on Federal-aid high-
ways, through collaboration, coordination, 
and real-time information sharing, at a re-
gional level, between transportation system 
managers and operators, public safety offi-
cials, and the general public, and to manage 
and operate Federal-aid highways in a co-
ordinated manner to preserve the capacity 
and maximize the performance of existing 
highway and transit facilities for travelers 
and carriers, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation may—

ø‘‘(1) encourage transportation system 
managers, operators, public safety officials, 
and transportation planners within an ur-
banized area, who are actively engaged in 
and responsible for conducting the day-to-
day management, operations, public safety, 
and planning of transportation facilities and 
services, to collaborate and coordinate on a 
regional level in a continuous and sustained 
manner, for improved transportation sys-
tems management and operations, including, 
at a minimum—

ø‘‘(A) developing a regional concept of op-
erations that defines a regional strategy 
shared by all transportation and public safe-
ty participants for how the regions’ systems 
should be managed, operated, and measured; 

ø‘‘(B) sharing of information among opera-
tors, service providers, public safety offi-
cials, and the general public; and 

ø‘‘(C) guiding in a regionally-coordinated 
manner, the implementation of regional 
transportation system management and op-
erations initiatives including emergency 
evacuation and response, traffic incident 
management, technology deployment, and 
traveler information systems delivery, in a 
manner consistent with and integrated into 
the ongoing Metropolitan and Statewide 
transportation planning processes and re-
gional intelligent transportation system ar-
chitecture, if required; and

ø‘‘(2) encourage States to establish a sys-
tem of basic real-time monitoring capability 
for the surface transportation system and 
provide the capability and means to share 
that data among agencies (highways, transit, 
public safety), jurisdictions (including 
states, cities, counties, metropolitan plan-
ning organizations), private-sector entities; 
and the traveling public. 

ø‘‘(b) EXECUTION.—To support the success-
ful execution of transportation systems man-
agement and operations activities, the Sec-
retary may undertake the following: 

ø‘‘(1) Assist and cooperate with other Fed-
eral departments and agencies, State and 
local governments, metropolitan planning 
organizations, private industry, and other 
interested parties to improve regional col-
laboration and real-time information shar-
ing between transportation system managers 
and operators, public safety officials, emer-
gency managers, and general public to in-

crease security, safety, and reliability of our 
Federal-aid highways. 

ø‘‘(2) Issue, if necessary, new guidance or 
regulations for the procurement of transpor-
tation system management and operations 
facilities, equipment, and services, including 
but not limited to equipment procured in 
preparation for manmade or natural disas-
ters and emergencies, system hardware, soft-
ware, and software integration services. In 
developing such guidelines, the Secretary 
may consider innovative procurement meth-
ods that support the timely and streamlined 
execution of transportation system manage-
ment and operations programs and projects. 

ø‘‘(3) Approve for Federal financial assist-
ance from funds apportioned under section 
104(b)(3) of this title support for regional op-
erations collaboration and coordination ac-
tivities that are associated with regional im-
provements, such as traffic incident manage-
ment, technology deployment, emergency 
management and response, traveler informa-
tion, and congestion relief.’’. 

ø(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 1 of such title is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
164 the following:
ø‘‘165. Transportation systems management 

and operations.’’.
øSEC. 1702. REAL-TIME SYSTEM MANAGEMENT IN-

FORMATION PROGRAM. 
ø(a) GOALS AND PURPOSES.—
ø(1) GOALS.—The goals of the real-time sys-

tem management information program are 
to provide the nationwide capability to mon-
itor, in real-time, the traffic and travel con-
ditions of our nation’s major highways and 
to widely share that information to improve 
the security of the surface transportation 
system, address congestion problems, sup-
port improved response to weather events, 
and facilitate national and regional traveler 
information. 

ø(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the real-
time system management information pro-
gram are to—

ø(A) establish a nationwide system of basic 
real-time information for managing and op-
erating our surface transportation system; 

ø(B) identify longer range real-time high-
way and transit monitoring needs and de-
velop plans and strategies for meeting those 
needs; and 

ø(C) provide the capability and means to 
share that data with state and local govern-
ments, and the traveling public. 

ø(b) DATA EXCHANGE FORMATS.—Within one 
year of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall establish data exchange formats to en-
sure that the data provided by highway and 
transit monitoring systems, including state-
wide incident reporting systems can readily 
be exchanged across jurisdictional bound-
aries, facilitating nationwide availability of 
information. 

ø(c) STATEWIDE INCIDENT REPORTING SYS-
TEM.—Within 2 years of enactment of this 
legislation, each State shall establish a 
statewide incident reporting system. 

ø(d) REGIONAL INTELLIGENT TRANSPOR-
TATION SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE.—

ø(1) As State and local governments de-
velop or update their regional ITS architec-
tures, as specified in section 940.9 of title 23, 
Code of Federal Regulations (Regional ITS 
Architecture), they shall explicitly address 
their real-time highway and transit informa-
tion needs and the systems needed to meet 
those needs. This specific incorporation of 
information needs should address coverage, 
monitoring systems, data fusion and 
archiving, and methods of exchanging or 
sharing this information. 

ø(2) States are encouraged to incorporate 
the data exchange formats developed by the 
Secretary to ensure that the data provided 

by highway and transit monitoring systems 
can readily be exchanged across state and 
local governments, and with the traveling 
public. 

ø(e) ELIGILIBITY.—
ø(1) USE OF SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PRO-

GRAM FUNDS.—Subject to project approval by 
the Secretary, a State may obligate funds 
apportioned to it under section 104(b)(3) of 
title 23, United States Code, for activities re-
lated to the planning and deployment of 
real-time monitoring elements. 

ø(2) USE OF NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
FUNDS.—Subject to project approval by the 
Secretary, a State may obligate funds appor-
tioned to it under section 104(b)(1) of title 23, 
United States Code, for activities related to 
the planning and deployment of real-time 
monitoring elements. 

ø(3) USE OF STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
FUNDS.—Subject to project approval by the 
Secretary, a State may obligate funds avail-
able under section 104(i) of title 23, United 
States Code, as amended by section 1503 of 
this Act, for activities related to the plan-
ning of real-time monitoring elements. 

ø(f) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘statewide incident reporting system’’ 
means a statewide system for facilitating 
the real-time electronic reporting of inci-
dents to a central location for use in moni-
toring the event, providing accurate traveler 
information, and responding to the incident 
as appropriate. 
øSEC. 1703. INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYS-

TEMS PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE 
PROGRAM. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a comprehensive incentive program 
to accelerate the integration and interoper-
ability of intelligent transportation systems 
in order to improve the performance of the 
surface transportation system in metropoli-
tan and rural areas. 

ø(b) DEFINITIONS.—
ø(1) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYS-

TEMS.—The term ‘‘intelligent transportation 
systems’’ has the meaning given the term 
under section 5507 of this Act. 

ø(2) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—The term 
‘‘National Highway System’’ means the Fed-
eral-aid highway system described in section 
103(b) of title 23, United States Code. 

ø(3) REGION.—The term ‘‘region’’ means 
any geographic area that identifies the 
boundaries of the regional Intelligent Trans-
portation Systems architecture and is de-
fined by the needs of the participating agen-
cies and their stakeholders for the purposes 
of improving surface transportation oper-
ations. A region may include a metropolitan 
planning area, a corridor, a State, or mul-
tiple states. 

ø(c) GOAL.—The goal of the intelligent 
transportation systems performance incen-
tive program is to reduce traffic congestion, 
improve transportation system reliability, 
provide better customer service to users of 
the highway system, and improve safety and 
security by providing financial incentives to 
transportation agencies to invest in 
proactively monitoring and managing the 
performance of the transportation system. 

ø(d) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the intel-
ligent transportation systems performance 
incentive program is to support the deploy-
ment and integration of intelligent transpor-
tation systems based on the performance of 
these systems in improving the management 
and operation of their surface transportation 
systems. 

ø(e) REGULATIONS.—
ø(1) ISSUANCE.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall issue regulations establishing a 
funding formula for the distribution of funds 
under this section. 

ø(2) BASIS FOR FUNDING FORMULA.—The 
funding formula shall be based on criteria 
that reflect each State’s—
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ø(A) reductions in delay due to incidents; 
ø(B) improvements in the operation and 

safety of signalized intersections; 
ø(C) reductions in delay and improvements 

in safety of work zones on the National 
Highway System; 

ø(D) improvements in the efficiency and 
reliability of transit services; 

ø(E) overall improvement in integrated re-
gional transportation operations; 

ø(F) improvements in the quality and 
availability of traveler information; 

ø(G) improved crash notification; and 
ø(H) improvements in the safety and pro-

ductivity of commercial vehicle operations 
on the National Highway System. 

ø(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The funding formula 
shall take effect in the fiscal year estab-
lished by the Secretary in the regulations. 

ø(4) APPORTIONMENT PHASE-IN.—The fund-
ing formula shall provide for the apportion-
ment of funds in the following manner: 

ø(A) FIRST FISCAL YEAR.—In the first fiscal 
year that the funding formula is in effect, 50 
percent of the sums authorized to be appro-
priated for expenditure on the intelligent 
transportation systems performance incen-
tive program for that fiscal year shall be ap-
portioned according to the funding formula 
developed under this subsection and 50 per-
cent of the amount shall be apportioned in 
accordance with the formula set forth in sec-
tion 104(b)(1)(A)(i) through (iv) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

ø(B) SECOND FISCAL YEAR.—In the second 
fiscal year the funding formula is in effect, 
75 percent of the sums authorized to be ap-
propriated for expenditure on the intelligent 
transportation systems performance incen-
tive program for that fiscal year shall be ap-
portioned according to the funding formula 
developed under this subsection and 25 per-
cent of the amount shall be apportioned in 
accordance with the formula set forth in sec-
tion 104(b)(1)(A)(i) through (iv) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

ø(C) THIRD AND SUBSEQUENT FISCAL 
YEARS.—In the third and subsequent fiscal 
years, the sums authorized to be appro-
priated for expenditure on the intelligent 
transportation systems performance incen-
tive program shall be apportioned according 
to the funding formula developed under this 
subsection. 

ø(f) FUNDING.— 
ø(1) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23, UNITED 

STATES CODE.—Funds authorized to be appro-
priated under section 1101(a)(13) of this Act 
shall be available for obligation in the same 
manner and to the same extent as if such 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code, except that such 
funds shall remain available until expended. 

ø(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
payable under section 120(b) of title 23, 
United States Code, shall apply to any 
project carried out under this section. 

ø(g) APPORTIONMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall apportion the sums authorized to be ap-
propriated for expenditure on the intelligent 
transportation systems performance incen-
tive program among the States in accord-
ance with the formula set forth in section 
104(b)(1)(A)(i) through (iv) of title 23, United 
States Code, until the fiscal year established 
by the regulation under subsection (e)(3). 

ø(h) USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts apportioned 
under this section shall be used for projects 
involving planning, deployment, integration, 
and operation of intelligent transportation 
systems, or any other project or activity de-
signed to further improve system operations. 
Funds apportioned to each State under this 
section should be made available for projects 
in metropolitan planning areas, corridors, 
and other regions as appropriate to improve 
operations. 

øSEC. 1704. COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INFORMA-
TION SYSTEMS AND NETWORKS DE-
PLOYMENT. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a Commercial Vehicle Information 
Systems and Networks program to—

ø(1) improve the safety and productivity of 
commercial vehicles and drivers; and 

ø(2) reduce costs associated with commer-
cial vehicle operations and Federal and 
State commercial vehicle regulatory re-
quirements.

ø(b) PURPOSE.—The program shall advance 
the technological capability and promote the 
deployment of intelligent transportation 
system applications for commercial vehicle 
operations, including commercial vehicle, 
commercial driver, and carrier-specific infor-
mation systems and networks. 

ø(c) CORE DEPLOYMENT GRANTS.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make grants to eligible States for the core 
deployment of Commercial Vehicle Informa-
tion Systems and Networks. 

ø(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a core 
deployment grant under this section, a 
State—

ø(A) shall have a Commercial Vehicle In-
formation Systems and Networks program 
plan and a top level system design approved 
by the Secretary; 

ø(B) shall certify to the Secretary that its 
Commercial Vehicle Information Systems 
and Networks deployment activities, includ-
ing hardware procurement, software and sys-
tem development, and infrastructure modi-
fications, are consistent with the national 
intelligent transportation systems and Com-
mercial Vehicle Information Systems and 
Networks architectures and available stand-
ards, and promote interoperability and effi-
ciency to the extent practicable; and 

ø(C) shall agree to execute interoperability 
tests developed by the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration to verify that its sys-
tems conform with the national intelligent 
transportation systems architecture, appli-
cable standards, and protocols for Commer-
cial Vehicle Information Systems and Net-
works. 

ø(3) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—The maximum 
aggregate amount a State may receive under 
this section for the core deployment of Com-
mercial Vehicle Information Systems and 
Networks may not exceed $2,500,000 million, 
including funds received under sections 
4001(e) and 5001(a)(5) and (6) of the Transpor-
tation Equity Act for the 21st Century for 
the core deployment of Commercial Vehicle 
Information Systems and Networks. 

ø(4) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds from a grant 
under this subsection may only be used for 
the core deployment of Commercial Vehicle 
Information Systems and Networks. Eligible 
States that have either completed the core 
deployment of Commercial Vehicle Informa-
tion Systems and Networks or complete such 
deployment before core deployment grant 
funds are expended, may use the remaining 
core deployment grant funds for the ex-
panded deployment of Commercial Vehicle 
Information Systems and Networks in their 
State. 

ø(d) EXPANDED DEPLOYMENT GRANTS.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, 

from the funds remaining after the Secretary 
has made core deployment grants under sub-
section (c) of this section, the Secretary may 
make grants to each eligible State, upon re-
quest, for the expanded deployment of Com-
mercial Vehicle Information Systems and 
Networks. 

ø(2) ELIGIBILITY.—Each State that has 
completed the core deployment of Commer-
cial Vehicle Information Systems and Net-
works is eligible for an expanded deployment 
grant. 

ø(3) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—Each fiscal year, 
the Secretary may distribute funds available 

for expanded deployment grants equally 
among the eligible States, but not to exceed 
$1 million per State. 

ø(4) USE OF FUNDS.—A State may use funds 
from a grant under this subsection only for 
the expanded deployment of Commercial Ve-
hicle Information Systems and Networks. 

ø(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project payable from funds 
made available to carry out this section 
shall not exceed 50 percent. The total Fed-
eral share of the cost of a project payable 
from all eligible sources shall not exceed 80 
percent. 

ø(f) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Funds authorized to be appro-
priated under section 1101(a)(15) of this Act 
shall be available for obligation in the same 
manner and to the same extent as if such 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code, except that such 
funds shall remain available until expended. 

ø(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

ø(1) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INFORMATION SYS-
TEMS AND NETWORKS.—The term ‘‘Commer-
cial Vehicle Information Systems and Net-
works’’ means the information systems and 
communications networks that provide the 
capability to— 

ø(A) improve the safety of commercial ve-
hicle operations; 

ø(B) increase the efficiency of regulatory 
inspection processes to reduce administra-
tive burdens by advancing technology to fa-
cilitate inspections and increase the effec-
tiveness of enforcement efforts; 

ø(C) advance electronic processing of reg-
istration information, driver licensing infor-
mation, fuel tax information, inspection and 
crash data, and other safety information; 

ø(D) enhance the safe passage of commer-
cial vehicles across the United States and 
across international borders; and 

ø(E) promote the communication of infor-
mation among the States and encourage 
multistate cooperation and corridor develop-
ment. 

ø(2) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE OPERATIONS.—The 
term ‘‘commercial vehicle operations’’— 

ø(A) means motor carrier operations and 
motor vehicle regulatory activities associ-
ated with the commercial movement of 
goods, including hazardous materials, and 
passengers; and 

ø(B) with respect to the public sector, in-
cludes the issuance of operating credentials, 
the administration of motor vehicle and fuel 
taxes, and roadside safety and border cross-
ing inspection and regulatory compliance op-
erations. 

ø(3) CORE DEPLOYMENT.—The term ‘‘core 
deployment’’ means the deployment of sys-
tems in a State necessary to provide the 
State with the following capabilities: 

ø(A) Safety information exchange to—
ø(i) electronically collect and transmit 

commercial vehicle and driver inspection 
data at a majority of inspection sites;

ø(ii) connect to the Safety and Fitness 
Electronic Records (SAFER) system for ac-
cess to interstate carrier and commercial ve-
hicle data, summaries of past safety per-
formance, and commercial vehicle creden-
tials information; and 

ø(iii) exchange carrier data and commer-
cial vehicle safety and credentials informa-
tion within the State and connect to Safety 
and Fitness Electronic Records (SAFER) for 
access to interstate carrier and commercial 
vehicle data. 

ø(B) Interstate credentials administration 
to— 

ø(i) perform end-to-end processing, includ-
ing carrier application, jurisdiction applica-
tion processing, and credential issuance, of 
at least the International Registration Plan 
(IRP) and International Fuel Tax Agreement 
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(IFTA) credentials and extend this proc-
essing to other credentials, including intra-
state, titling, oversize/overweight, carrier 
registration, and hazardous materials; 

ø(ii) connect to the International Registra-
tion Plan (IRP) and International Fuel Tax 
Agreement (IFTA) clearinghouses; and 

ø(iii) have at least 10 percent of the trans-
action volume handled electronically and 
have the capability to add more carriers and 
to extend to branch offices where applicable. 

ø(C) Roadside electronic screening to elec-
tronically screen transponder-equipped com-
mercial vehicles at a minimum of one fixed 
or mobile inspection sites and to replicate 
this screening at other sites. 

ø(4) EXPANDED DEPLOYMENT.—The term 
‘‘expanded deployment’’ means the deploy-
ment of systems in a State that exceed the 
requirements of an core deployment of Com-
mercial Vehicle Information Systems and 
Networks, improve safety and the produc-
tivity of commercial vehicle operations, and 
enhance transportation security. 

øSubtitle H—Program Efficiencies and 
Improvements—Federal-Aid Stewardship 

øSEC. 1801. SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 
PERFORMANCE PILOT PROGRAM. 

ø(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish and implement a Surface Transpor-
tation System Performance Pilot Program. 
Subject to this section, a State may assume 
some or all, as the Secretary and State may 
agree, of the Secretary’s responsibilities 
under title 23, United States Code, or assume 
all or some, as they may agree, of the Sec-
retary’s responsibilities under any Federal 
law, for projects constructed with Federal 
funds under this pilot program. 

ø(2) OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—States partici-
pating in this pilot program may obligate 
funds under sections 104(b)(1), 104(b)(3), 
104(b)(4), 104(b)(5), 105, and 144(e) of title 23, 
United States Code, for any purpose for 
which Federal funds may be obligated by a 
State under title 23. However, the State shall 
reserve 10 percent of the funds apportioned 
under section 104(b)(3) in each fiscal year for 
transportation enhancement activities as 
specified in section 133(d)(1), as amended by 
this Act. 

ø(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this per-
formance pilot program is to demonstrate 
the benefits of performance-based manage-
ment and to determine how such an ap-
proach can be best incorporated into an ef-
fective Federally-assisted, State adminis-
tered Federal-aid highway program. The Sec-
retary shall work closely with potential 
pilot States to determine ways to build into 
program-level oversight performance meas-
ures that reflect both State and national in-
terests and to apply them with specific 
measurement of program effectiveness. 

ø(b) STATE PARTICIPATION.—
ø(1) NUMBER OF PARTICIPATING STATES.—

The Secretary may permit up to five States 
to participate in the performance pilot pro-
gram established under subsection (a). 

ø(2) APPLICATION.—To participate in the 
performance pilot program, a State shall 
submit an application to the Secretary that 
contains, at a minimum, the following: 

ø(A) A description of the State’s long-term 
and short-term transportation goals. 

ø(B) A description of how the State will ad-
dress any areas of national strategic impor-
tance, as may be determined by the Sec-
retary, in reaching its goals. The areas of na-
tional strategic importance must include the 
following: national security, interstate com-
merce, mobility, safety, and environmental 
stewardship. 

ø(C) A description of the performance 
measures under which the State’s progress 
and success toward reaching its goals would 
be measured. 

ø(D) A description of how funding will be 
distributed equitably across the State, in-
cluding to urbanized areas with populations 
in excess of 200,000. This would include ad-
dressing how local units of government 
would be consulted in the process of program 
development and implementation. 

ø(E) Evidence of the State’s notice and so-
licitation of public comment and copies of 
comments received from such solicitation. 

ø(F) Such other information as the Sec-
retary may require. 

ø(3) PUBLIC NOTICE.—Each State that sub-
mits an application under this subsection, 
shall give public notice of its intent to par-
ticipate in the pilot program at least 20 days 
prior to submitting its application to the 
Secretary. The State shall provide notice 
and solicit public comment by publishing the 
entire application in accordance with the 
State’s public notice law. 

ø(4) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
may approve the application of a State under 
this section only if the application dem-
onstrates how the State plans to address the 
areas of national strategic importance as 
identified in subsection (b)(2)(B). The Sec-
retary will prioritize the selection of appli-
cations based on the degree to which the ap-
plicant’s proposed goals address the areas of 
national strategic importance, the State’s 
ability to manage and monitor its programs 
on a performance basis, the State’s commit-
ment to conduct the required evaluations, 
and the degree to which the application oth-
erwise proposes to achieve the purposes of 
this section. 

ø(c) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—
ø(1) STATE AGREEMENT TO ASSUME SEC-

RETARY’S RESPONSIBILITIES.—
ø(A) ASSIGNMENT AND ASSUMPTION OF RE-

SPONSIBILITIES.—The Secretary and a State 
may agree, as provided in this section, that 
the Secretary will assign and the State will 
assume some or all of the responsibilities of 
the Secretary under any Federal law or re-
quirement, except for the responsibilities re-
lating to Federally recognized tribes, with 
respect to any project constructed with fed-
eral funds under this pilot program. The 
State shall assume these responsibilities 
subject to the same procedural and sub-
stantive requirements as would be required if 
such responsibilities were carried out by the 
Secretary. When a State assumes such re-
sponsibilities under a Federal law, the State 
shall be solely responsible and solely liable 
for complying with and carrying out that 
law in lieu of the Secretary and shall submit 
a certification as provided in subsection 
(f)(1). 

ø(B) FEDERAL ROLE OF STATE.—For pur-
poses of assuming the Secretary’s respon-
sibilities under a Surface Transportation 
System Performance Pilot Program, to the 
extent the State is carrying out the Sec-
retary’s responsibilities under the National 
Environmental Policy Act, title 23, United 
States Code, or any other Federal law, the 
State shall be deemed to be a Federal agency 
under such laws, and shall agree that its 
transportation department, or any other 
State agency carrying out a responsibility of 
the Secretary under this section, shall be 
subject to such Federal laws to the same ex-
tent that a Federal agency would be subject 
to such laws. 

ø(C) STATE CERTIFICATION OF ASSUMPTION 
OF RESPONSIBILITIES.—Whenever a State as-
sumes any of the Secretary’s responsibilities 
under a Federal law, the State shall certify 
that it has laws and regulations that—

ø(i) authorize the State to take the actions 
necessary to carry out the responsibilities 
being assumed; and 

ø(ii) are comparable to the Federal Free-
dom of Information Act and that any deci-
sion regarding the public availability of a 

document under those laws is reviewable by 
a court of competent authority. 

ø(2) OTHER FEDERAL AGENCY VIEWS.—If a 
State assumes a responsibility of the Sec-
retary under paragraph (1) of this subsection 
that would have required the Secretary to 
consult with another Federal agency, the 
Secretary shall solicit the views of such Fed-
eral agency prior to entering into or renew-
ing any program agreement. 

ø(3) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—The Sec-
retary shall not make any apportionment to 
a State participating in this performance 
pilot program in any fiscal year under sec-
tions 104(b)(1), 104(b)(3), 104(b)(4), 104(b)(5), 
105, and 144(e) of title 23, United States Code, 
unless the State enters into such agreements 
with the Secretary as the Secretary may re-
quire to ensure that the State will maintain 
its non-Federal transportation capital ex-
penditures in any fiscal year at or above the 
average level of such expenditures for the 
preceding three fiscal years. 

ø(4) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—The Federal 
share payable under this performance pilot 
program for a project funded with apportion-
ments under sections 104(b)(1), 104(b)(3), 
104(b)(4), 104(b)(5), 105, and 144(e) of title 23, 
United States Code, may be up to 100 per-
cent; except that, the Federal share payable 
for transportation enhancements under sec-
tion 133(d)(1), shall be determined in accord-
ance with title 23, United States Code. 

ø(d) PROGRAM AGREEMENT.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Each year prior to mak-

ing any apportionments to a participating 
State, the Secretary shall enter into an 
agreement with the State establishing its 
performance goals and performance meas-
ures. 

ø(2) AGREEMENT CONCERNING PARTICIPATING 
STATE’S RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Secretary 
shall enter into one or more agreements with 
a State selected for participation in this 
pilot program concerning which, if any, Fed-
eral laws or requirements the State will 
carry out under subsection (c). The program 
agreement between the Secretary and the 
State shall specify management responsibil-
ities, including the role of the State in rela-
tion to other Federal agencies. 

ø(3) GOALS.—The Secretary and partici-
pating State shall agree, based on the 
State’s priorities and the areas of national 
strategic importance as determined by the 
Secretary, on the long-term and short-term 
goals to be achieved using the State’s appor-
tionments under the program. 

ø(4) PERFORMANCE MEASURES.—The Sec-
retary and the State shall mutually estab-
lish the performance measures that the 
State must meet relating to the goals identi-
fied in paragraph (3) of this subsection. Con-
tinued participation in the pilot program is 
contingent on the State meeting these per-
formance measures. If a State fails to meet 
the agreed upon performance measures in 
two consecutive years, the Secretary shall 
terminate a State’s participation in the pilot 
program. 

ø(5) COMPLIANCE.—If a participating State 
fails to comply with any provision of this 
section, the Secretary shall take such ac-
tions as necessary to ensure compliance. 
Corrective actions may include termination 
of the State’s participation in the pilot pro-
gram. 

ø(e) LIMITATIONS ON AGREEMENTS.—
ø(1) CIVIL RIGHTS.—Nothing in this section 

shall be construed as relieving the Secretary 
from any of the Secretary’s responsibilities 
under title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
(42 U.S.C. 2000d, et seq.). 

ø(2) MAJOR PROJECTS.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed as relieving the Sec-
retary from any of the Secretary’s respon-
sibilities with respect to major projects 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:04 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03FE6.015 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S415February 3, 2004
under section 106(h) of title 23, United States 
Code. 

ø(3) STATEWIDE AND METROPOLITAN PLAN-
NING.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued as relieving the Secretary from any of 
the Secretary’s responsibilities under the 
Statewide and metropolitan planning re-
quirements of sections 134 and 135 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

ø(4) REGULATORY RESPONSIBILITIES.—Noth-
ing in this section shall be construed to 
allow a State to assume any of the Sec-
retary’s rulemaking authority under any 
Federal law. 

ø(f) STATE REPORTING AND ACCOUNT-
ABILITY.—A State participating in this pilot 
program shall make the following reports to 
the Secretary. A State may combine reports 
as appropriate. 

ø(1) STATE CERTIFICATION PRIOR TO OBLIGA-
TION OF FUNDS.—As a prerequisite to the Sec-
retary’s agreement that a State will fulfill 
or assume any of the Secretary’s responsibil-
ities, and prior to the obligation of any 
money under this pilot program in any fiscal 
year, the participating State shall provide, 
and annually renew, a certification that—

ø(A) is in a form acceptable to the Sec-
retary; 

ø(B) is executed by the Governor or the 
State’s top-ranking transportation official 
charged with the responsibility for highway 
construction; 

ø(C) specifies that the State will fully 
carry out any of the responsibilities it may 
assume; 

ø(D) specifies that the State consents to 
assume the status of the Secretary under 
any responsibility it may assume; and 

ø(E) expressly consents on behalf of the 
State and himself or herself to accept the ju-
risdiction of the Federal courts for the com-
pliance, discharge, and enforcement of any 
responsibility of the Secretary it may as-
sume. 

ø(2) END OF FISCAL YEAR STATE CERTIFI-
CATION.—At the end of each fiscal year in 
which a State obligates funds under this 
pilot program, the State shall certify that it 
obligated such funds only for projects that 
would otherwise be eligible for assistance 
under title 23. Such certification shall also 
specify that the State reserved for obligation 
the amounts specified in section 133(d)(1) of 
such title as amended by this Act. 

ø(3) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.—Each State 
shall provide an annual accounting for the 
obligations in a manner determined by the 
Secretary in such a way as to provide a basis 
for evaluating the effect of the pilot program 
expenditures. 

ø(4) ANNUAL STATE ASSESSMENT.—Each 
State will provide to the Secretary a nar-
rative report at the end of each year describ-
ing the benefits of the pilot program to the 
State and any suggestions for improving the 
pilot program. 

ø(g) TERMINATION.—This pilot program 
shall terminate six years following enact-
ment of this Act. Funding obligated under 
the pilot program shall continue to be ad-
ministered under the terms of the pilot pro-
gram until those funds have been expended. 
øSEC. 1802. STEWARDSHIP AND OVERSIGHT. 

ø(a) Section 106 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended— 

ø(1) by striking subsection (e) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(e) VALUE ENGINEERING ANALYSIS.—
ø‘‘(1) ANALYSIS.—For all projects on the 

National Highway System with an estimated 
total cost of $25,000,000 or more, and any 
project the Secretary deems appropriate, the 
State shall provide a value engineering anal-
ysis or other cost reduction analysis. For 
major projects as identified in subsection (h) 
of this section, more than one such analysis 
may be required. 

ø‘‘(2) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘value engineering analysis’’ means a 
systematic process of review and analysis of 
a project during its design phase by a multi-
disciplined team of persons not involved in 
the project in order to provide suggestions 
for reducing the total cost of the project and 
providing a project of equal or better qual-
ity. Such suggestions may include combining 
or eliminating otherwise inefficient use of 
expensive parts of the original proposal de-
sign for the project and total redesign of the 
proposed project using different tech-
nologies, materials, or methods so as to ac-
complish the original purpose of the 
project.’’; and 

ø(2) by striking subsections (g) and (h) and 
inserting the following: 

ø‘‘(g) OVERSIGHT PROGRAM.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish an oversight program to monitor the 
effective and efficient use of funds author-
ized by this title. At a minimum, the pro-
gram shall be responsive to all areas related 
to financial integrity and project delivery. 

ø‘‘(2) FINANCIAL INTEGRITY.—
ø‘‘(A) FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS.—

The Secretary shall perform annual reviews 
that address elements of the State transpor-
tation departments’ financial management 
systems that affect projects approved under 
subsection (a). Risk assessment procedures 
shall be used to identify review areas. 

ø‘‘(B) PROJECT COSTS.—The Secretary shall 
develop minimum standards for estimating 
project costs, and shall periodically evaluate 
the States’ practices for estimating project 
costs, awarding contracts, and reducing 
project costs. 

ø‘‘(C) RESPONSIBILITY OF THE STATES.—The 
States are responsible for determining that 
subrecipients of Federal funds have suffi-
cient accounting controls to properly man-
age Federal funds. The Secretary shall peri-
odically review the States’ monitoring of 
subrecipients. 

ø‘‘(3) PROJECT DELIVERY.—The Secretary 
shall perform annual reviews that address 
elements of the States’ project delivery sys-
tem, which includes one or more activities 
that are involved in the life cycle of a 
project from its conception to its comple-
tion. Risk assessment procedures will be 
used to identify review areas. 

ø‘‘(4) RESPONSIBILITY OF THE STATES.—The 
States are responsible for determining that 
subrecipients of Federal funds have adequate 
project delivery systems for projects ap-
proved under this section. The Secretary 
shall periodically review the States’ moni-
toring of subrecipients. 

ø‘‘(5) SPECIFIC OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES.—Nothing in this section shall affect or 
discharge any oversight responsibility of the 
Secretary specifically provided for under 
this title or other Federal law. In addition, 
the Secretary shall retain full oversight re-
sponsibilities for the design and construction
of all Appalachian development highways 
under section 201 of the Appalachian Re-
gional Development Act of 1965 (40 U.S.C. 
App.). 

ø‘‘(h) MAJOR PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision in this section, a recipient of 
Federal financial assistance for a project 
under this title with an estimated total cost 
of $1,000,000,000 or more, or any other project 
in the discretion of the Secretary, shall sub-
mit to the Secretary a project management 
plan and an annual financial plan. 

ø‘‘(2) PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The 
project management plan shall document 
the procedures and processes in place to pro-
vide timely information to the project deci-
sion makers to effectively manage the scope, 
costs, schedules, and quality, and the Fed-
eral requirements of the project, and the role 

of the agency leadership and management 
team in the delivery of the project. 

ø‘‘(3) FINANCIAL PLAN.—The financial plan 
shall be based on detailed estimates of the 
cost to complete the project. Annual updates 
shall be submitted based on reasonable as-
sumptions, as determined by the Secretary, 
of future increases in the cost to complete 
the project. 

ø‘‘(i) OTHER PROJECTS.—A recipient of Fed-
eral financial assistance for a project under 
this title that receives $100,000,000 or more in 
Federal assistance for such project, and that 
is not covered by subsection (h) of this sec-
tion, shall prepare an annual financial plan. 
Annual financial plans prepared under this 
subsection shall be made available to the 
Secretary for review upon the Secretary’s re-
quest.’’. 

ø(b) Section 114(a) of such title is amend-
ed—

ø(1) in the first sentence by striking ‘‘high-
ways or portions of highways located on a 
Federal-aid system’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal-
aid highway or portion thereof’’; and 

ø(2) by striking the second sentence and in-
serting ‘‘The Secretary shall have the right 
to inspect and take any corrective action as 
the Secretary may deem appropriate.’’. 

ø(c) Section 117 of such title is amended by 
striking subsection (d) and redesignating 
subsections (e), (f), (g), and (h) as subsections 
(d), (e), (f), and (g), respectively. 

ø(d) Section 307 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘§ Sec. 307. Contractor suspension and de-
barment policy; sharing fraud monetary re-
coveries 
ø‘‘(a) MANDATORY ENFORCEMENT POLICY.—
ø‘‘(1) Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, the Secretary shall— 
ø‘‘(A) debar any contractor or subcon-

tractor convicted of criminal or civil of-
fenses involving fraud related to projects re-
ceiving Federal highway or transit funds. 
The debarment period shall be determined by 
the Secretary, as appropriate; and

ø‘‘(B) suspend any contractor or subcon-
tractor upon their indictment for criminal or 
civil offenses involving fraud, subject to the 
approval of the Attorney General. The Sec-
retary shall have authority to exclude non-
affiliated subsidiaries of the debarred busi-
ness entity, subject to the approval of the 
Attorney General. 

ø‘‘(2) Upon a finding that mandatory debar-
ment or suspension of a contractor or sub-
contractor under subsection (1), above, would 
be contrary to the national security inter-
ests of the U.S., the Secretary may waive the 
debarment or suspension. 

ø‘‘(b) SHARING OF MONETARY RECOVERIES.—
ø‘‘(1) Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, monetary judgments accruing to the 
Federal government from judgments in Fed-
eral criminal prosecutions and civil judg-
ments pertaining to fraud in highway and 
transit programs shall be shared with the 
State or local transit agency involved. The 
State or local transit agency shall use these 
funds for transportation infrastructure and 
oversight activities related to programs au-
thorized under titles 23 and 49. 

ø‘‘(2) The amount of recovered funds to be 
shared with the affected State or local tran-
sit agency shall be determined by the Attor-
ney General in consultation with the Sec-
retary. These funds shall be considered Fed-
eral funds, to be used in compliance with 
other relevant Federal transportation laws 
and regulations. –––

ø‘‘(3) The requirement for sharing of funds 
described in subparagraph (1), above, shall 
not be in effect in circumstances wherein the 
State or local transit agency is found by the 
Department of Justice, in consultation with 
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the Secretary, to have been involved or neg-
ligent with respect to the fraudulent activi-
ties.’’. 

ø(e) The analysis for chapter 3 of title 49 is 
amended by revising the entry for item 307 
to read as follows:
ø‘‘307. Contractor suspension and debarment 

policy; sharing fraud monetary 
recoveries.’’.

øSEC. 1803. EMERGENCY RELIEF. 
øSection 125(c)(1) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$100,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$200,000,000’’. 
øSEC. 1804. FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAYS PRO-

GRAM. 
ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101(a) of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended—
ø(1) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘public 

lands highway’’ and inserting ‘‘recreation 
roads, public Forest Service roads’’; 

ø(2) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following: 

ø‘‘(8) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM ROADS AND 
TRAILS.—The term ‘National Forest System 
roads and trails’ means forest roads or trails 
under the jurisdiction of the Forest Serv-
ice.’’; 

ø(3) by striking paragraph (10) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(10) FOREST ROAD OR TRAIL.—The term 
‘forest road or trail’ means a road or trail 
wholly or partly within, or adjacent to, and 
serving National Forest System lands that is 
necessary for the protection, administration, 
use, and development of its resources. There 
are four types of forest roads: 

ø‘‘(A) CLASSIFIED FOREST ROAD.—The term 
‘classified forest road’ means a forest road 
that the Forest Service determines to be 
needed for long-term motor vehicle access, 
including State roads, county roads, pri-
vately owned roads, National Forest System 
roads, and other roads authorized by the For-
est Service.

ø‘‘(B) UNCLASSIFIED FOREST ROAD.—The 
term ‘unclassified forest road’ means a forest 
road not managed by the Forest Service as 
part of the forest transportation system. 

ø‘‘(C) TEMPORARY FOREST ROAD.—The term 
‘temporary forest road’ means a forest road 
that is authorized by the Forest Service 
through contract, permit, lease, other writ-
ten authorization, or emergency operation 
not intended to be a part of the forest trans-
portation system and not necessary for long-
term resource management. 

ø‘‘(D) PUBLIC FOREST SERVICE ROAD.—The 
term ‘Public Forest Service Road’ means a 
classified forest road that is open to public 
travel for which title and maintenance re-
sponsibility is vested in the United States 
government and which has been designated a 
public road by the Forest Service.’’; 

ø(4) in paragraph (26), as redesignated by 
this Act, by striking ‘‘unappropriated or un-
reserved’’; and 

ø(5) by striking paragraph (27), as redesig-
nated by this Act, by redesignating para-
graph (28) as (27), and by inserting the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

ø‘‘(28) RECREATION ROADS.—The term 
‘recreation roads’ means those public roads 
that provide access to museums, lakes, res-
ervoirs, visitors centers, gateways to major 
wilderness areas, public uses areas, recre-
ation and historic sites and for which title is 
vested in the United States Government.’’. 

ø(b) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—
ø(1) Section 120(k) of such title is amended 

by striking ‘‘Federal-aid highway’’. 
ø(2) Sections 120(k) and 120(l) of such title 

are amended by striking ‘‘section 104’’ each 
time it appears, and inserting in its place 
‘‘this title and chapter 53 of title 49’’. 

ø(c) PAYMENTS TO FEDERAL AGENCIES FOR 
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS.—Section 132 of such 
title is amended by striking the first two 

sentences and inserting the following: 
‘‘Where a proposed Federal-aid project is to 
be undertaken by a Federal agency pursuant 
to an agreement between a State and such 
Federal agency, the State may (1) direct the 
Secretary to transfer the funds for the Fed-
eral share of the project directly to the Fed-
eral agency, or (2) make a deposit with or 
payment to such Federal agency as may be 
required in fulfillment of the State’s obliga-
tion under such agreement for the work un-
dertaken or to be undertaken by such Fed-
eral agency; the Secretary, upon execution 
of a project agreement with such State for 
the proposed Federal-aid project, may reim-
burse the State out of the appropriate appro-
priations for the estimated Federal share, 
under the provisions of this title, of the 
State’s obligation so deposited or paid by 
such State.’’. 

ø(d) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 202 of such 
title is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and 
grasslands’’ after ‘‘national forests’’ in the 
first sentence; 

ø(2) by striking subsection (b) and insert-
ing the following: 

ø‘‘(b) On October 1 of each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall allocate the sums authorized 
to be appropriated for such fiscal year for 
forest highways, after making the transfer of 
funds provided for in subsection 204(g) of this 
title, for each fiscal year as is provided in 
section 134 of the Federal-Aid Highway Act 
of 1987, and with respect to these allocations 
the Secretary shall give equal consideration 
to projects that provide access to and within 
the National Forest System, as identified by 
the Secretary of Agriculture through renew-
able resource and land use planning and the 
impact of such planning on existing trans-
portation facilities.’’; and 

ø(3) in subsection (d)—
ø(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘1999’’ in 

the heading and within paragraph (1) and in-
serting ‘‘2005’’; 

ø(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2000’’ in 
the heading and within paragraphs (2)(A), 
(2)(B), and (2)(D) and inserting ‘‘2005’’, and by 
striking ‘‘1999’’ in paragraph (2)(B) and in-
serting ‘‘2004’’ at each place it appears; 

ø(C) in paragraph (3)(A), by inserting ‘‘this 
chapter and section 125(e) of’’ after ‘‘under’’, 
and by adding ‘‘and the approved Indian res-
ervation road transportation improvement 
program’’ after ‘‘Act’’; and 

ø(D) in paragraph (4)(D), by striking the 
sentence after ‘‘Approval Requirement.’’ and 
inserting: ‘‘Funds for preliminary engineer-
ing for Indian reservation road bridge 
projects under this subsection may be made 
available by the Secretary upon request by a 
tribe or by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Funds for construction and construction en-
gineering shall be made available only after 
approval of the plans, specifications, and es-
timates by the Secretary.’’. 

ø(e) PLANNING AND AGENCY COORDINATION.—
Section 204 of such title is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘refuge 
roads,’’ after ‘‘parkways,’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘appro-
priate contracts’’ in the second sentence and 
inserting ‘‘appropriate agreements’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (k)—
ø(A) by striking ‘‘(2), (5),’’ and inserting 

‘‘(2), (3), (5),’’; 
ø(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon 

at the end of paragraph (1)(B); 
ø(C) by striking the period after ‘‘improve-

ments’’ at the end of paragraph (1)(C) and in-
serting a semicolon; 

ø(D) by adding after paragraph (1)(C) the 
following new subparagraphs: 

ø‘‘(D) maintenance of public roads in Na-
tional Fish hatcheries under Fish and Wild-
life Service jurisdiction; 

ø‘‘(E) the non-Federal share of the cost of 
any project funded under this title or chap-

ter 53 of title 49 that provides access to or 
within a wildlife refuge; and 

ø‘‘(F) maintenance and improvement of 
recreational trails, but such expenditures on 
trails are limited to 5 percent of available 
funding per fiscal year.’’. 

ø(f) SAFETY.—
ø(1) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 202 of such title 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

ø‘‘(f) SAFETY.—On October 1 of each fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall allocate the sums 
authorized to be appropriated for such fiscal 
year for safety as follows: 10 percent to the 
Bureau of Reclamation, 15 percent to the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs, 15 percent to the Bu-
reau of Land Management, 15 percent to the 
Forest Service, 5 percent to the Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 15 percent to Military Traf-
fic Management Command, 15 percent to the 
National Park Service, and 10 percent to the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The Sec-
retary, from time to time, may adjust the 
percentage of safety funds allocated to the 
Federal agencies listed above based on the 
outputs of agency safety management sys-
tems, other safety need analyses or/studies, 
and the use of previously allocated safety 
funds.’’. 

ø(2) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Section 203 of 
such title is amended in the first sentence by 
inserting ‘‘safety,’’ after ‘‘refuge roads,’’ at 
each place it appears. 

ø(3) USE OF FUNDING.—Section 204 is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘(l) SAFETY ACTIVITIES.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not withstanding any 

other provision of this title, funds made 
available for safety shall be used by the Sec-
retary and the Secretary of the appropriate 
Federal land management agency only to 
pay the cost of transportation safety im-
provement projects, elimination of high acci-
dent locations, protection or elimination of 
at-grade railway-highway crossings, collec-
tion of safety information, transportation 
planning, bridge inspections, development 
and operation of safety management sys-
tems, highway safety education programs, 
and other eligible safety activities author-
ized in Chapter 4 of this title. 

ø‘‘(2) CONTRACTS.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Secretary and the Secretary of 
the appropriate Federal land management 
agency, as appropriate, may enter into con-
tracts or agreements with a State, subdivi-
sion of a State, or Indian tribe. 

ø‘‘(3) EXCEPTION.—Funds allocated to the 
Bureau of Reclamation for the purposes de-
scribed in this subsection are exempted from 
the cost-share requirements of Public Law 
89–72, The Federal Water Recreation Act.’’. 

ø(g) RECREATION ROADS.— 
ø(1) AUTHORIZATIONS.—Section 201 of such 

title is amended by striking ‘‘public lands 
highways’’ and inserting ‘‘recreation roads’’. 

ø(2) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 202 of such 
title, as amended by this section, is further 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘(g) RECREATION ROADS.—On October 1 of 
each fiscal year, the Secretary, after making 
the transfer provided for in subsection 204(i) 
of this title, shall allocate the sums author-
ized to be appropriated for such fiscal year 
for recreation roads as follows: 6 percent to 
the Bureau of Reclamation, 6 percent to the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 10 percent to 
the Bureau of Land Management, 10 percent 
to the Military Traffic Management Com-
mand, and 68 percent to the Forest Service. 
Recreation road funds shall be allocated to 
projects and activities according to the rel-
ative needs of each area served by these 
roads as indicated in the approved transpor-
tation improvement programs for each agen-
cy. The Secretary, from time to time, may 
adjust the percentage of recreation road 
funds allocated to the Federal agencies list-
ed above based on the outputs of agency 
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management systems, other need analyses/or 
studies, and the use of previously allocated 
recreation road funds.’’. 

ø(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Section 203 of 
such title is amended by striking ‘‘public 
lands highways’’ and inserting ‘‘recreation 
roads’’ at each place it appears. 

ø(4) USE OF FUNDING.—Section 204 of such 
title, as amended by this section, is further 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘(m) RECREATION ROADS.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of this title, funds made 
available for recreation roads shall be used 
by the Secretary and the Secretary of the 
appropriate Federal land management agen-
cy only to pay the cost of—

ø‘‘(A) maintenance or improvements of ex-
isting recreation roads; 

ø‘‘(B) maintenance and improvements of 
eligible projects described in paragraphs (1), 
(2), (3), (5), and (6) of subsection (h) that are 
located in or adjacent to Federal land areas 
under the jurisdiction of the Departments of 
Agriculture, Defense, or the Interior; 

ø‘‘(C) transportation planning and adminis-
trative costs associated with such mainte-
nance and improvements; and 

ø‘‘(D) the non-Federal share of the cost of 
any project funded under this title or chap-
ter 53 of title 49 that provides access to or 
within Federal land areas under the jurisdic-
tion of the Departments of Agriculture, De-
fense, or the Interior. 

ø‘‘(2) CONTRACTS.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Secretary and the Secretary of 
the appropriate Federal land management 
agency, as appropriate, may enter into con-
tracts or agreements with a State or civil 
subdivision of a State or Indian tribe as is 
determined advisable. 

ø‘‘(3) NEW ROADS.—No funds available 
under this section shall be used to pay the 
cost of the design or construction of new 
recreation roads. 

ø‘‘(4) COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER ENVIRON-
MENTAL LAWS.—Maintenance and improve-
ment projects which are funded under this 
subsection and are consistent with or have 
been identified in a land use plan for the 
Federal area do not require any additional 
environmental reviews or assessments under 
the National Environmental Policy Act if 
the Federal agency that promulgated the 
land use plan analyzed the specific proposal 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act and there are no significant changes to 
the proposal bearing on environmental con-
cerns and no significant new information. 

ø‘‘(5) EXCEPTION.—Funds allocated to the 
Bureau of Reclamation for the purposes de-
scribed in this subsection are exempted from 
the cost-share requirements of Public Law 
89–72, The Federal Water Recreation Act.’’. 

ø(h) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) Sections 120(e) and 125(e) of title 23, 

United States Code, are amended by insert-
ing ‘‘recreation roads,’’ after ‘‘public lands 
highways,’’ each place the words appear. 

ø(2) Sections 120(e), 125(e), 201, 202(a), 203, 
section 205 in the heading and in subsections 
(a) and (d), and the analysis for chapter 2 of 
such title are amended by striking ‘‘forest 
development roads’’ and inserting ‘‘National 
Forest System roads’’ each place the words 
appear. 

ø(3) Section 204(a)(1) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘public lands highways’’ and inserting 
‘‘recreation roads, forest highways’’, section 
204(b) is amended by striking ‘‘public lands 
highways’’ and inserting ‘‘recreation roads’’, 
and section 204(i) is amended by striking 
‘‘public lands highways’’ and inserting 
‘‘recreation roads and forest highways’’ each 
place the words appear. 

ø(4) Section 217(c) is amended by striking 
‘‘public lands highways’’ and inserting ‘‘ref-
uge roads’’. 

øSEC. 1805. APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGH-
WAY SYSTEM. 

ø(a) APPORTIONMENT.—The Secretary shall 
apportion funds made available by section 
1101(a)(7) of this Act for fiscal years 2004 
through 2009 among the States based on the 
latest available cost to complete estimate 
for the Appalachian development highway 
system under section 201 of the Appalachian 
Regional Development Act of 1965 prepared 
by the Appalachian Regional Commission. 
Such funds shall be available to construct 
highways and access roads under section 201 
of the Appalachian Regional Development 
Act of 1965. 

ø(b) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23.—Funds au-
thorized by section 1101(a)(7) of this Act for 
the Appalachian development highway sys-
tem shall be available for obligation in the 
same manner as if such funds were appor-
tioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code, except that the Federal share of 
the cost of any project under this section 
shall be determined in accordance with such 
section 201 and such funds shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø(c) USE OF TOLL CREDITS.—Section 
120(j)(1) of title 23, United States Code is 
amended by adding ‘‘and the Appalachian de-
velopment highway system program under 
section 201 of the Appalachian Regional De-
velopment Act of 1965’’ following ‘‘(other 
than the emergency relief program author-
ized by section 125’’. 
øSEC. 1806. MULTI-STATE CORRIDOR PLANNING 

PROGRAM. 
ø(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 

Secretary shall establish and implement a 
program to support and encourage multi-
state transportation planning, provide for 
streamlined transportation project develop-
ment, and facilitate transportation decision-
making. 

ø(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—State transpor-
tation departments and metropolitan plan-
ning organizations are eligible to receive and 
administer funds provided under this pro-
gram. 

ø(c) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall make allocations under this program 
for multi-state highway and multi-state 
multi-modal planning studies. 

ø(d) OTHER PROVISIONS REGARDING ELIGI-
BILITY.—All studies funded under this pro-
gram shall be consistent with the con-
tinuing, cooperative, and comprehensive 
planning processes required by sections 134 
and 135 of title 23, United States Code. 

ø(e) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall select projects based on—

ø(1) the existence and significance of 
signed and binding multi-jurisdictional 
agreements; 

ø(2) endorsement of the study by elected 
State and local representatives; 

ø(3) prospects for early completion of the 
study; and 

ø(4) whether the projects to be studied are 
located on corridors identified by section 
1105(c) of the Intermodal Surface Transpor-
tation Efficiency Act of 1991, as amended 
(Public Law 102-240; 105 Stat. 2032). 

ø(f) PROGRAM PRIORITIES.—In admin-
istering the program, the Secretary shall—

ø(1) encourage and enable States and other 
jurisdictions to work together to develop 
plans for multi-modal and multi-jurisdic-
tional transportation decision-making; and 

ø(2) give priority to studies that emphasize 
multi-modal planning, including planning 
for operational improvements that increase 
mobility, freight productivity, access to ma-
rine ports, safety, and security while enhanc-
ing the environment. 

ø(g) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
payable, using funds from all Federal 
sources, for any study carried out under this 
section shall not exceed 80 percent of the 

total cost of such study, except that the 
share of funds from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) shall 
not exceed 50 percent of the total cost of 
such study. 

ø(h) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23 U.S.C.—
Funds authorized to be appropriated under 
section 1101(a)(10) of this Act to carry out 
this section shall be available for obligation 
in the same manner as if such funds were ap-
portioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code. 
øSEC. 1807. BORDER PLANNING, OPERATIONS, 

AND TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM. 
ø(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 

Secretary shall establish and implement a 
program to support coordination and im-
provement in bi-national transportation 
planning, operations, efficiency, information 
exchange, safety, and security for the United 
States borders with Canada and Mexico. 

ø(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—State transpor-
tation departments and metropolitan plan-
ning organizations at or near an inter-
national land border in the States of Alaska, 
Arizona, California, Idaho, Maine, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Montana, New Hampshire, New 
Mexico, New York, North Dakota, Texas, 
Vermont and Washington, are eligible to re-
ceive and administer funds allocated under 
this program. 

ø(c) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make allocations under the program estab-
lished in this section for activities at or near 
international land borders in the States list-
ed in subsection (b). 

ø(2) SPECIFIC ACTIVITIES.—The activities el-
igible for funding under this program are—

ø(A) highway and multi-modal planning or 
environmental studies; 

ø(B) cross-border Port of Entry and safety 
inspection improvements, including oper-
ational enhancements and technology appli-
cations;

ø(C) technology and information exchange 
activities; and 

ø(D) right-of-way acquisition, design, and 
construction, where needed to add the en-
hancements or applications described in sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C), or to decrease air 
pollution emissions from vehicles or inspec-
tion facilities at border crossings. 

ø(d) OTHER PROVISIONS REGARDING ELIGI-
BILITY.—All studies and projects funded 
under this program shall be consistent with 
the continuing, cooperative, and comprehen-
sive planning processes required by sections 
134 and 135 of title 23, United States Code. All 
regionally significant projects that are part 
of such applications must be on the transpor-
tation plans and program required by sec-
tions 134 and 135 of title 23, United States 
Code. 

ø(e) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall select projects based on—–

ø(1) expected benefits, including air quality 
benefits, of the project in relation to its 
costs; 

ø(2) prospects for early completion of the 
study or project; 

ø(3) endorsement of the project by formally 
constituted bi-national organizations with 
both Federal and State or provincial rep-
resentation; 

ø(4) the existence and significance of 
signed and binding multi-jurisdictional 
agreements; 

ø(5) contributions of other title 23 funds 
and non-title 23 funds above the minimum 
required; and 

ø(6) the extent to which the project bene-
fits are multi-modal. 

ø(f) PROGRAM PRIORITIES.—In admin-
istering the program, the Secretary shall 
emphasize multi-modal planning; infrastruc-
ture improvements; and operational im-
provements that increase safety, security, 
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freight movement, or highway access to rail, 
marine, and air services while enhancing the 
environment. 

ø(g) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
payable on account of any project carried 
out under this section shall not exceed 80 
percent of the total cost of such project. 

ø(h) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23 U.S.C.—
Funds authorized to be appropriated under 
section 1101(1)(11) of this Act to carry out 
this section shall be available for obligation 
in the same manner as if such funds were ap-
portioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

ø(i) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—No individual 
project whose scope of work is limited to in-
formation exchange shall receive an alloca-
tion greater than $500,000 in a single year. 

ø(j) PROJECTS IN CANADA OR MEXICO.—
Projects in Canada or Mexico proposed by 
one or more border States that directly and 
predominantly facilitate cross border vehicle 
and commercial cargo movements at the 
international gateways or ports of entry into 
the border region(s) of such State(s), may be 
constructed using funds allocated under this 
program provided that, prior to the obliga-
tion of such funds, Canada or Mexico, or the 
political subdivision thereof responsible for 
the operation of the facility to be con-
structed, has provided assurances satisfac-
tory to the Secretary that any facility con-
structed under this subsection will be con-
structed to standards equivalent to those in 
the United States and properly maintained 
and used over the useful life of the facility 
for the purpose for which the Secretary allo-
cated funds to such project. 

ø(k) SET-ASIDE.—The Secretary shall set-
aside $47,000,000 of the funds authorized for 
fiscal year 2004 under section 1101(a)(11) of 
this Act for construction of State border 
safety inspection facilities in the States of 
Arizona, California, New Mexico, and Texas. 

ø(l) TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO THE GENERAL 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION.—

ø(1) STATE FUNDS.—At the request of a 
State, funds allocated under this section 
may be transferred to the General Services 
Administration for the purpose of funding a 
specific project or projects if the Secretary 
determines, after consultation with the 
State transportation department as appro-
priate, that the General Services Adminis-
tration should carry out the project or 
projects and the General Services Adminis-
tration agrees to accept the transfer of funds 
and to administer those funds. The State 
shall provide the 20 percent non-Federal 
share of the project cost, as required under 
subsection (g) of this section, directly to the 
General Services Administration. Funds so 
transferred or provided shall not be deemed 
to be an augmentation of the General Serv-
ices Administration’s appropriations and 
shall be administered under that agency’s 
procedures, except the transferred funds 
shall be available for obligation in the same 
manner as if such funds were apportioned 
under chapter 1 of title 23, United States 
Code. Obligation authority shall be trans-
ferred to the General Services Administra-
tion in the same manner and amount as the 
allocated funds transferred for the projects. 

ø(2) DIRECT TRANSFER OF AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.—In addition to allocations to States 
and metropolitan planning organizations as 
provided in subection (b), the Secretary may 
transfer funds made available to carry out 
this section to the General Services Admin-
istration for construction of transportation 
infrastructure projects at or near the border 
in the States identified in subsection (b), if 
the Secretary determines that such transfer 
is necessary to effectively carry out the pur-
poses of this program and the General Serv-
ices Administration agrees to accept the 
transfer of funds and to administer those 

funds. Funds so transferred shall not be 
deemed to be an augmentation of the Gen-
eral Services Administration’s appropria-
tions and shall be administered under that 
agency’s procedures, except the transferred 
funds shall be available for obligation in the 
same manner as if such funds were appor-
tioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code. Section 120 of title 23, United 
States Code, shall not apply to funds so 
transferred. Obligation authority shall be 
transferred to the General Services Adminis-
tration in the same manner and amount as 
the funds transferred. 
øSEC. 1808. TERRITORIAL HIGHWAY PROGRAM 

AMENDMENTS. 
ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101(a) of title 23, 

United States Code, as amended by this Act, 
is further amended—

ø(1) by redesignating paragraphs (36) 
through (38) as paragraphs (37) through (39) 
respectively, and 

ø(2) by adding the following new paragraph 
after paragraph (35): 

ø‘‘(36) TERRITORIAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—The 
term ‘territorial highway system’ means the 
system of arterial highways, collector roads, 
and necessary inter-island connectors in the 
Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands that have been designated by the 
Governor and approved by the Secretary as 
provided in section 215 of this title.’’. 

ø(b) FUNDING.—Section 104(b)(1)(A) of title 
23, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘to the Virgin Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, and the Commonwealth of Northern 
Mariana Islands’’ and inserting ‘‘for the ter-
ritorial highway program authorized under 
section 215 of this title’’. 

ø(c) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Section 
103(b)(6)(P) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(P) Projects eligible for assistance under 
the territorial highway program as provided 
in section 215 of this title.’’. 

ø(d) TERRITORIAL HIGHWAY PROGRAM.—
Chapter 2 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking section 215 and insert-
ing the following: 
ø‘‘§ 215. Territorial highway program 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Recognizing the mu-
tual benefits that will accrue to the Virgin 
Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and to the United States from the im-
provement of highways in such territories of 
the United States, the Secretary is author-
ized to assist each such territorial govern-
ment in a program for the construction and 
improvement of a system of arterial and col-
lector highways, and necessary inter-island 
connectors designated by the Governor of 
such territory and approved by the Sec-
retary. Federal financial assistance shall be 
granted under this section in accordance 
with section 120(h) of this title. 

ø‘‘(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—In order to 
continue a long-range highway development 
program, the Secretary is authorized to pro-
vide technical assistance to the territorial 
governments to enable them to, on a con-
tinuing basis, engage in highway planning, 
conduct environmental evaluations, admin-
ister right-of-way acquisition and relocation 
assistance programs, and design, construct, 
operate, and maintain a system of arterial 
and collector highways, including necessary 
inter-island connectors. The technical assist-
ance to be provided and the terms for shar-
ing information among the territories shall 
be set forth in the agreement required by 
subsection (d) of this section. 

ø‘‘(c) APPLICABILITY OF CHAPTER 1.—The 
provisions of chapter 1 of this title (other 
than provisions related to the apportionment 
and allocation of funds) shall apply to funds 

authorized to be appropriated for the terri-
torial highway program, except as deter-
mined by the Secretary to be inconsistent 
with the needs of the territories and the in-
tent of the territorial highway program. The 
specific sections of chapter 1 that are appli-
cable to each territory and the extent of 
their applicability shall be identified in the 
agreement provided for in subsection (d) of 
this section. 

ø‘‘(d) AGREEMENT.—
ø‘‘(1) Except as provided in paragraph (3) of 

this subsection, no part of the appropriations 
authorized for the territorial highway pro-
gram shall be available for obligation or ex-
penditure with respect to any territory until 
the Governor enters into a new agreement 
with the Secretary, within 12 months after 
the effective date of this Act, providing that 
the government of such territory shall—

ø‘‘(A) implement the territorial highway 
program in accordance with the appropriate 
provisions of chapter 1 of this title, as pro-
vided for in subsection (c) of this section; 

ø‘‘(B) design and construct a system of ar-
terial and collector highways, including nec-
essary interisland connectors, built in ac-
cordance with standards appropriate for each 
territory and approved by the Secretary; 

ø‘‘(C) provide for the maintenance of facili-
ties constructed or operated under provisions 
of this section in a condition to adequately 
serve the needs of present and future traffic; 
and 

ø‘‘(D) implement standards for traffic oper-
ations and uniform traffic control devices 
that are approved by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(2) The new agreement required by para-
graph (1) of this subsection also shall specify 
the kind of technical assistance to be pro-
vided, include appropriate provisions regard-
ing information sharing among the terri-
tories, and delineate the oversight role and 
responsibilities of the territories and the 
Secretary. The agreement shall be re-evalu-
ated every two years and modified as appro-
priate. 

ø‘‘(3) Agreements in effect on the effective 
date of this Act shall continue in force until 
replaced, as required by paragraph (1) of this 
subsection, and appropriations authorized 
for the program shall be available for obliga-
tion or expenditure while the agreements are 
in place. 

ø‘‘(e) PERMISSIBLE USES OF FUNDS.—
ø‘‘(1) Funds made available for the terri-

torial highway program may be used only 
for—

ø‘‘(A) eligible surface transportation pro-
gram projects described in section 133(b) of 
this title; 

ø‘‘(B) cost effective preventive mainte-
nance consistent with the requirements of 
section 116 of this title; 

ø‘‘(C) ferry boats, terminal facilities, and 
approaches, as provided for in section 129(b) 
and (c) of this title; 

ø‘‘(D) engineering and economic surveys 
and investigations for the planning of future 
highway programs and the financing thereof; 

ø‘‘(E) studies of the economy, safety, and 
convenience of highway usage and the desir-
able regulation and equitable taxation there-
of; and 

ø‘‘(F) research and development, necessary 
in connection with the planning, design, and 
maintenance of the highway system, and the 
regulation and taxation of their use. 

ø‘‘(2) None of the appropriations authorized 
for the territorial highway program shall be 
obligated or expended for routine mainte-
nance. 

ø‘‘(f) LOCATION OF PROJECTS.—Except as 
provided in subsection (b)(1) of section 133 of 
this title, territorial highway projects (other 
than those described in subsection (b)(3) and 
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(4) of section 133 of this title) may not be un-
dertaken on roads functionally classified as 
local.’’. 

ø(h) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The anal-
ysis of chapter 2 of title 23 is amended by re-
vising the item relating to section 215 to 
read as follows:
ø‘‘215. Territorial highway program.’’.
øSEC. 1809. FUTURE INTERSTATE SYSTEM 

ROUTES. 
ø(a) WRITTEN AGREEMENT OF STATES.—Sec-

tion 103(c)(4)(B)(ii) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘12’’ and in-
serting ‘‘25’’.

ø(b) REMOVAL OF DESIGNATION.—Section 
103(c)(4)(B)(iii)(I) of such title is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘in the agreement between 
the Secretary and the State or States’’; and 

ø(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘An agreement entered into under clause (ii) 
prior to the enactment of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act of 2003 shall be deemed to include 
the 25 year time limitation, notwithstanding 
an earlier construction completion date in 
that agreement.’’. 
øSEC. 1810. DONATIONS AND CREDITS. 

øSection 323 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by—

ø(1) inserting ‘‘or a local government from 
offering to donate funds, materials or serv-
ices performed by local government employ-
ees,’’ after ‘‘services’’ in the first sentence of 
subsection (c); and 

ø(2) striking subsection (e). 
øSEC. 1811. DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTER-

PRISES. 
ø(a) GENERAL RULE.—Except to the extent 

that the Secretary determines otherwise, not 
less than 10 percent of the amounts made 
available for any program under titles I, III, 
and V of this Act shall be expended with 
small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by socially and economically dis-
advantaged individuals. 

ø(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

ø(1) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—The term 
‘‘small business –concern’’ has the meaning 
such term has under section 3 of the Small 
Business –Act (15 U.S.C. 632); except that 
such term shall not include any concern or 
group of concerns controlled by the same so-
cially and economically disadvantaged indi-
vidual or individuals which has average an-
nual gross receipts over the preceding 3 fis-
cal years in excess of $17,420,000, as adjusted 
by the Secretary for inflation. 

ø(2) SOCIALLY AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVAN-
TAGED INDIVIDUALS.—The term ‘‘socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals’’ has 
the meaning such term has under section 
8(d) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
637(d)) and relevant subcontracting regula-
tions promulgated pursuant thereto; except 
that women shall be presumed to be socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals 
for purposes of this section. 

ø(c) ANNUAL LISTING OF DISADVANTAGED 
BUSINESS ENTERPRISES.—Each State shall 
annually survey and compile a list of the 
small business concerns referred to in sub-
section (a) and the location of such concerns 
in the State and notify the Secretary, in 
writing, of the percentage of such concerns 
which are controlled by women, by socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals 
(other than women), and by individuals who 
are women and are otherwise socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals. 

ø(d) UNIFORM CERTIFICATION.—The Sec-
retary shall establish minimum uniform cri-
teria for State governments to use in certi-
fying whether a concern qualifies for pur-
poses of this subsection. Such minimum uni-
form criteria shall include, but not be lim-
ited to, on-site visits, personal interviews, li-

censes, analysis of stock ownership, listing 
of equipment, analysis of bonding capacity, 
listing of work completed, resume of prin-
cipal owners, financial capacity, and type of 
work preferred. 

ø(e) COMPLIANCE WITH COURT ORDERS.—
Nothing in this section limits the eligibility 
of an entity or person to receive funds made 
available under titles I, III, and V of this 
Act, if the entity or person is prevented, in 
whole or in part, from complying with sub-
section (a) because a Federal court issues a 
final order in which the court finds that the 
requirement of subsection (a), or the pro-
gram established under subsection (a), is un-
constitutional. 
øSEC. 1812. HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM. 

ø(a) PROGRAM NAME.—Section 144 of title 
23, United States Code, is amended in the 
section heading by striking ‘‘replacement 
and rehabilitation’’. 

ø(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 144(a) of such 
title is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) Congress hereby finds and declares it 
to be in the vital interest of the Nation that 
a highway bridge program be established to 
enable the several States to improve the con-
dition of their bridges through replacement, 
rehabilitation, and systematic preventative 
maintenance on highway bridges over water-
ways, other topographical barriers, other 
highways, or railroads when the States and 
the Secretary find that a bridge is unsafe be-
cause of structural deficiencies, physical de-
terioration, or functional obsolescence.’’. 

ø(c) SCOUR COUNTERMEASURES.—Section 
144(d) of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘(d) Whenever any State or States make 
application to the Secretary for assistance in 
replacing or rehabilitating a highway bridge 
which the priority system established under 
subsections (b) and (c) of this section shows 
to be eligible, the Secretary may approve 
Federal participation in replacing such 
bridge with a comparable facility or in reha-
bilitating such bridge. Whenever any State 
makes application to the Secretary for as-
sistance in painting, seismic retrofit, or pre-
ventative maintenance of, or installing scour 
countermeasures or applying calcium mag-
nesium acetate, sodium acetate/formate, or 
other environmentally acceptable, mini-
mally corrosive anti-icing and de-icing com-
positions to, the structure of a highway 
bridge, the Secretary may approve Federal 
participation in the painting, seismic ret-
rofit, or preventative maintenance of, or in-
stallation of scour countermeasures or appli-
cation of acetate or sodium acetate/formate 
or such anti-icing or de-icing composition to, 
such structure. The Secretary shall deter-
mine the eligibility of highway bridges for 
replacement or rehabilitation for each State 
based upon the unsafe highway bridges in 
such State, except that a State may carry 
out a project for preventative maintenance 
on a bridge, seismic retrofit of a bridge, or 
installing scour countermeasures to a bridge 
under this section without regard to whether 
the bridge is eligible for replacement or re-
habilitation under this section.’’. 

ø(d) APPORTIONMENT FORMULA.—Section 
144(e) of such title is amended—

ø(1) in the third sentence by striking 
‘‘square footage’’ and inserting ‘‘area’’; 

ø(2) in the fourth sentence by striking ‘‘by 
the total cost of any highway bridges con-
structed under subsection (m) in such State, 
relating to replacement of destroyed bridges 
and ferryboat services, and,’’ and by striking 
‘‘1997’’ and inserting ‘‘2003’’; and 

ø(3) by striking ‘‘the Federal-aid primary 
system’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal-aid high-
ways’’. 

ø(e) DISCRETIONARY BRIDGE PROGRAM.—
Section 144(g) of such title is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘SET ASIDES.’’ in the head-
ing of (g) and all that follows through para-
graph (2)(B); 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘(3)’’ and redesignating 
paragraph (3) as subsection (g); and 

ø(3) in subsection (g), as redesignated, by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘nor more than 35 percent’’; 
ø(B) striking ‘‘1987’’ and inserting ‘‘2004’’; 
ø(D) striking ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2009’’; 

and 
ø(E) striking ‘‘paint’’ and inserting ‘‘per-

form systematic preventative maintenance’’. 
ø(f) INVENTORIES AND REPORTS.—Section 

144(i) of such title is amended— 
ø(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
ø(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘section.’’ 

and inserting ‘‘section; and’’; and 
ø(3) after paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘Such 

reports shall be submitted to such commit-
tees biennially at the same time as the re-
port required by section 307(f)(1) of this title 
is submitted to Congress.’’ and inserting the 
following: 

ø‘‘(5) submit reports required by this sub-
section to such committees biennially at the 
same time as the report required by section 
502(g) of this title.’’. 

ø(g) OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGE PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 144(n) of such title is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘general engineering’’ between ‘‘all’’ and 
‘‘standards’’. 

ø(h) HISTORIC BRIDGE PROGRAM.—Section 
144(o) of such title is amended— 

ø(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘title (in-
cluding this section)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion’’ and by inserting ‘‘200 percent of’’ after 
‘‘shall not exceed’’; and 

ø(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘200 per-
cent of’’ after ‘‘not to exceed’’, and by strik-
ing ‘‘title’’ at the end of the paragraph and 
inserting ‘‘section’’. 

ø(i) WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS.—Section 
144 of such title is further amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

ø‘‘(r) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any bridge funded under this title 
shall not be considered a ‘water resources 
project’ as that term is used in the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1271–1287).’’. 

ø(j) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 1 of title 23 is amended in 
the item relating to section 144 by striking 
‘‘replacement and rehabilitation’’. 
øSEC. 1813. DESIGN-BUILD. 

øSection 112(b)(3) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking subparagraph 
(C) and inserting the following in its place: 

ø‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PROJECTS.—A qualified 
project is a project under this chapter for 
which the Secretary has approved the use of 
design-build contracting under criteria spec-
ified in regulations issued by the Sec-
retary.’’. 
øSEC. 1814. INTERNATIONAL FERRIES. 

øSection 129(c)(5) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ the first place it ap-
pears in the first sentence, and inserting a 
comma; 

ø(2) by adding ‘‘, and the islands that com-
prise a territory of the United States’’ after 
‘‘Puerto Rico’’ in the first sentence; and 

ø(3) by adding ‘‘operations between the is-
lands which comprise a territory of the 
United States,’’ after ‘‘Puerto Rico,’’ in the 
second sentence. 
øSEC. 1815. ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSIBILITY 

FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCE-
MENTS, RECREATIONAL TRAILS, 
AND TRANSPORTATION AND COM-
MUNITY AND SYSTEM PRESERVA-
TION PROGRAM PROJECTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 23, 
United States Code, as amended by this Act, 
is further amended by inserting the fol-
lowing new section after section 165: 
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ø‘‘§ 166. Assumption of responsibility for 

transportation enhancements, recreational 
trails, and transportation, community, and 
system preservation program projects 

ø‘‘(a) ASSUMPTION OF SECRETARY’S RESPON-
SIBILITIES UNDER APPLICABLE FEDERAL 
LAWS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon mutual agreement 
the Secretary may assign, and the State may 
assume, any of the Secretary’s responsibil-
ities (except responsibilities relating to Fed-
erally recognized tribes) for environmental 
reviews, consultation, decision-making or 
other actions under any Federal law applica-
ble to projects that—

ø‘‘(A) are funded under section 104(h) or 
section 167 of this title; or 

ø‘‘(B) meet the definition of a transpor-
tation enhancement activity as set forth in 
section 101(a)(38) of this title. 

ø‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.—The State shall assume 
these responsibilities subject to the same 
procedural and substantive requirements as 
would be required if such responsibilities 
were carried out by the Secretary. When a 
State assumes any responsibility under a 
Federal law pursuant to this section, it as-
sents to Federal jurisdiction and shall be 
solely responsible and solely liable for com-
plying with and carrying out that law in lieu 
of the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(b) AGREEMENTS.—The Secretary and the 
State shall enter into a memorandum of un-
derstanding setting forth the responsibilities 
to be assigned under this section and the 
terms and conditions under which such as-
signments are to be made. In the memo-
randum of understanding the State shall 
consent to accept the jurisdiction of the Fed-
eral courts for the compliance, discharge, 
and enforcement of any responsibility of the 
Secretary it may assume. Such memoranda 
of understanding shall be established for pe-
riods of no more than three years. The Sec-
retary shall review and determine compli-
ance with the memorandum of under-
standing and the laws assigned by it to the 
State on an annual basis for the first three 
years of the agreement and, subsequently, on 
a periodic basis to be determined by mutual 
agreement but no longer than every three 
years. 

ø‘‘(c) TERMINATION.—The Secretary may 
terminate any assignment of responsibility 
under this section upon a determination that 
a State is not adequately meeting the terms 
and conditions of the memorandum of under-
standing. 

ø‘‘(d) STATE DEFINED.—For the rec-
reational trails program, ‘‘State’’ means the 
State agency designated by the Governor of 
the State in accordance with section 206(c)(1) 
of this title. 

ø‘‘(e) PRESERVATION OF PUBLIC INTEREST 
CONSIDERATION.—Nothing contained in this 
section shall be construed to limit the re-
quirements under any applicable law pro-
viding for the consideration and preservation 
of the public interest, including public par-
ticipation and community values in trans-
portation decision-making. 

ø‘‘(f) STATE SUBJECT TO FEDERAL LAWS.—
For purposes of assuming the Secretary’s re-
sponsibilities under this section, the State 
agency signing the agreement in subsection 
(c) is deemed to be a Federal agency to the 
extent the State is carrying out the Sec-
retary’s responsibilities under the National 
Environmental Policy Act, under this title, 
and under any other Federal law.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 1 of title 23, United States 
Code, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 165 the following:

ø‘‘166. Assumption of responsibility for 
transportation enhancements, 
recreational trails, and trans-
portation and community and 
system preservation program 
projects.’’.

øSEC. 1816. TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNITY, AND 
SYSTEM PRESERVATION PROGRAM. 

ø(a) TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNITY, AND 
SYSTEM PRESERVATION PROGRAM.—Chapter 1 
of title 23, United States Code, as amended 
by this Act, is further amended by inserting 
the following new section after section 166: 
ø‘‘§ 167. Transportation, community, and sys-

tem preservation program 
ø‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 

Secretary shall establish a comprehensive 
program to investigate and address the rela-
tionships between transportation and com-
munity and system preservation and identify 
private sector-based initiatives. Through 
this program, the Secretary shall facilitate 
the planning, development, and implementa-
tion of strategies by States, metropolitan 
planning organizations, federally-recognized 
tribes, and local governments to integrate 
transportation, community, and system 
preservation plans and practices that address 
one or more of the following: 

ø‘‘(1) Improve the efficiency of the trans-
portation system. 

ø‘‘(2) Reduce the impacts of transportation 
on the environment. 

ø‘‘(3) Reduce the need for costly future in-
vestments in public infrastructure. 

ø‘‘(4) Provide efficient access to jobs, serv-
ices, and centers of trade. 

ø‘‘(5) Examine development patterns and 
identify strategies to encourage private sec-
tor development patterns which achieve the 
goals identified in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

ø‘‘(b) FUNDING.—Funds authorized to be ap-
portioned under section 104(q) of this title 
shall be available to carry out the provisions 
of this section.’’. 

ø(b) Section 104 of such title is amended by 
adding after subsection (p), as added by this 
Act, the following: 

ø‘‘(q) TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNITY, AND 
SYSTEM PRESERVATION PROGRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) SET-ASIDE.—On October 1 of each fis-
cal year for fiscal years 2004 through 2009, 
the Secretary, after making the deductions 
authorized by subsections (a) and (f), shall 
set aside $26,000,000 of the remaining funds 
authorized to be apportioned under sub-
section (b)(3) for carrying out the Transpor-
tation, Community, and System Preserva-
tion Program under section 167 of this chap-
ter. 

ø‘‘(2) APPORTIONMENT.—
ø‘‘(A) From amounts set aside under para-

graph (1), the Secretary shall apportion 
$500,000 each fiscal year to each State, in-
cluding the District of Columbia and Puerto 
Rico, to carryout the provisions of section 
167. 

ø‘‘(B) A State shall also make funds appor-
tioned under this subsection available to 
metropolitan planning organizations, feder-
ally recognized tribes, and local govern-
ments in a manner and amounts to be deter-
mined by the State to carryout the provi-
sions of section 167.’’. 

ø(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 1 of title 23, United States 
Code, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 166 the following:
ø‘‘167. Transportation, community, and sys-

tem preservation program.’’.
øSEC. 1817. PROGRAM EFFICIENCES—FINANCE. 

øSection 115 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘(a)’’ and all that follows 
through subsection (a)(1)(B); 

ø(2) by striking subsection (b); 

ø(3) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); 

ø(4) by redesignating subsections (a)(2), 
(a)(2)(A), and (a)(2)(B) as subsections (c), 
(c)(1), and (c)(2) respectively; and 

ø(5) by inserting after the section heading 
the following: 

ø‘‘(a) The Secretary may authorize a State 
to proceed with a project authorized under 
this title without the aid of Federal funds in 
accordance with all procedures and all re-
quirements applicable to such a project, ex-
cept insofar as such procedures and require-
ments limit the State to implementation of 
projects with the aid of Federal funds pre-
viously apportioned or allocated to it or 
limit a State to implementation of a project 
with obligation authority previously allo-
cated to it. 

ø‘‘(b) The Secretary, upon the request of 
the State and execution of a project agree-
ment, may obligate the Federal share, or a 
portion of the Federal share, of the cost of a 
project authorized under this section from 
any category of funds for which the project 
is eligible.’’. 
øSubtitle I—Technical Corrections to Title 23, 

United States Code 
øSEC. 1901. REPEAL OR UPDATE OF OBSOLETE 

TEXT. 
ø(a) LETTING OF CONTRACTS.—Section 112 of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended—
ø(1) by striking subsection (f); and 
ø(2) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (f). 
ø(b) FRINGE AND CORRIDOR PARKING FACILI-

TIES.—Section 137(a) of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended in the first sentence 
by striking ‘‘on the Federal-aid urban sys-
tem’’ and inserting ‘‘on a Federal-aid high-
way’’. 

ø(c) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE SECTIONS OF 
TITLE 23.—

ø(1) PRIORITY PRIMARY ROUTES.—Section 
147 of title 23, United States Code, is re-
pealed. 

ø(2) DEVELOPMENT OF A NATIONAL SCENIC 
AND RECREATIONAL HIGHWAY.—Section 148 of 
title 23, United States Code, is repealed.

ø(3) ACCESS HIGHWAYS TO PUBLIC RECRE-
ATION AREAS ON CERTAIN LAKES.—Section 155 
of title 23, United States Code, is repealed. 

ø(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 1 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking the items relat-
ing to sections 147, 148, and 155. 
øSEC. 1902. CLARIFICATION OF DATE. 

øSection 109(g) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended in the first sentence by 
striking ‘‘the day of enactment of the Fed-
eral-Aid Highway Act of 1970’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 1970,’’. 
øSEC. 1903. INCLUSION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR 

SIGNS IDENTIFYING FUNDING 
SOURCES IN TITLE 23. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 154 of the Fed-
eral-Aid Highway Act of 1987 (23 U.S.C. 101 
note; 101 Stat. 209) is—

ø(1) transferred to title 23, United States 
Code; 

ø(2) redesignated as section 321; 
ø(3) moved to appear after section 320 of 

that title; and 
ø(4) amended by striking the section head-

ing and inserting the following: 
ø‘‘§ 321. Signs identifying funding sources’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 3 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after the item 
relating to section 320 the following:
ø‘‘321. Signs identifying funding sources.’’.
øSEC. 1904. INCLUSION OF ‘‘BUY AMERICA’’ RE-

QUIREMENTS IN TITLE 23. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 165 of the High-

way Improvement Act of 1982 (23 U.S.C. 101 
note; 96 Stat. 2136) is—
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ø(1) transferred to title 23, United States 

Code; 
ø(2) redesignated as section 313; 
ø(3) moved to appear after section 312 of 

that title; and 
ø(4) amended by striking the section head-

ing and inserting the following: 
ø‘‘§ 313. Buy America’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) The analysis for chapter 3 of title 

23,United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 320 the 
following:
ø‘‘313. Buy America.’’.

ø(2) Section 313 of title 23, United States 
Code (as added by subsection (a)), is amend-
ed—

ø(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘any 
funds authorized to be appropriated by this 
Act or by any Act amended by this Act or, 
after the date of enactment of this Act, any 
funds authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this Act, title 23, United States Code, or 
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1978’’ and inserting ‘‘any funds authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out the Surface 
Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (96 
Stat. 2097) or this title’’; 

ø(B) in subsection (b), by redesignating 
paragraph (4) as paragraph (3); 

ø(C) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘this 
Act, the Surface Transportation Assistance 
Act of 1978, or title 23, United States Code,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the Surface Transportation 
Assistance Act of 1982 (96 Stat. 2097) or this 
title’’; 

ø(D) by striking subsection (e); and 
ø(E) by redesignating subsections (f) and 

(g) as subsections (e) and (f), respectively. 
øSEC. 1905. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO 23 

UNITED STATES CODE 140 (NON-
DISCRIMINATION). 

ø(a) Section 140(a) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended as follows: 

ø(1) At the beginning of the second sen-
tence, strike the word ‘‘He’’ and insert in its 
place the words ‘‘The Secretary’’. 

ø(2) In the first sentence, strike ‘‘sub-
section (a) of section 105’’ and insert in its 
place ‘‘section 135’’. 

ø(3) In the third sentence, strike the phrase 
‘‘where he considers it necessary’’ and insert 
in its place the phrase ‘‘where necessary’’. 

ø(4) The last sentence is amended to read 
as follows: ‘‘The Secretary shall periodically 
obtain from the Secretary of Labor and the 
respective State transportation departments 
information which will enable the Secretary 
to judge compliance with the requirements 
of this section and the Secretary of Labor 
shall render to the Secretary such assistance 
and information as the Secretary shall deem 
necessary to carry out the equal employ-
ment opportunity program required here-
under.’’. 

ø(b) Section 140(b) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended as follows: 

ø(1) In the first sentence, strike the words 
‘‘highway construction’’ and insert ‘‘surface 
transportation’’; 

ø(2) In the second sentence, strike the 
phrase ‘‘as he may deem necessary’’ and in-
sert in its place the phrase ‘‘as necessary’’, 
and strike the phrase ‘‘not to exceed 
$2,500,000 for the transition quarter ending 
September 30, 1976, and’’. 

ø(3) In the fourth sentence, strike the 
phrase ‘‘shall not be not be applicable to con-
tracts’’ and insert in its place the phrase 
‘‘shall not be applicable to contracts’’. 

ø(c) The second sentence of section 140(c) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the phrase ‘‘the Secretary shall de-
duct such sums as he may deem necessary,’’ 
and inserting in its place the phrase ‘‘the 
Secretary shall deduct such sums as nec-
essary,’’. 

ø(d) Section 140(d) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking from its catch-
line the words ‘‘and contracting’’. 
øSEC. 1906. FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE FOR 

PROJECTS FOR ELIMINATION OF 
HAZARDS OF RAILWAY-HIGHWAY 
CROSSINGS. 

øSection 120(c) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by amending the first sen-
tence of subsection (c) to read as follows: 
‘‘The Federal share payable on account of 
any project for traffic control signalization; 
safety rest areas; pavement marking; com-
muter carpooling and vanpooling; rail-high-
way crossing closure; projects for elimi-
nation of hazards of railway-highway cross-
ings, as identified in section 2604 of Public 
Law 106–246 (114 Stat. 511, 559); or installa-
tion of traffic signs, traffic lights, guard-
rails, impact attenuators, concrete barrier 
endtreatments, breakaway utility poles, or 
priority control systems for emergency vehi-
cles or transit vehicles at signalized inter-
sections may amount to 100 percent of the 
cost of construction of such projects; except 
that not more than 10 percent of all sums ap-
portioned for all the Federal-aid systems for 
any fiscal year in accordance with section 
104 of this title shall be used under this sub-
section.’’.

øTITLE II—HIGHWAY SAFETY 
øSEC. 2001. HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAMS. 

ø(a) PERFORMANCE GRANTS.—Section 402 
(k) of title 23, United States Code, is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(k) PERFORMANCE GRANTS.—In addition 
to other grants authorized by this section, 
the Secretary shall make grants in accord-
ance with this subsection. Funds authorized 
to carry out this subsection in a fiscal year 
shall be subject to a deduction not to exceed 
5 percent for the necessary costs of admin-
istering this subsection. 

ø‘‘(1) GENERAL PERFORMANCE GRANTS.—On 
or before December 31, 2003, and on or before 
each December 31 thereafter through Decem-
ber 31, 2008, the Secretary shall make grants 
to States based upon the performance of 
their highway safety programs in the fol-
lowing categories: (i) motor vehicle crash fa-
talities; (ii) alcohol-related crash fatalities; 
and (iii) motorcycle, bicycle, and pedestrian 
crash fatalities. 

ø‘‘(A) DETERMINATIONS BY THE SEC-
RETARY.—The Secretary, through a rule-
making proceeding, shall determine—

ø‘‘(i) measures for calculating and scoring 
performance in each category under this 
paragraph, using the data for the most re-
cent calendar year for which the data are 
available from— 

ø‘‘(I) fatality data provided by the Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion; and 

ø‘‘(II) vehicle miles traveled determined by 
the Federal Highway Administration. 

ø‘‘(ii) goals for achievement and annual 
progress in each category under this para-
graph that reflect the potential of each goal 
to save lives; and 

ø‘‘(iii) a weighting system for all of the 
goals that reflects the relative potential of 
each goal to save lives. 

ø‘‘(B) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—The Secretary 
shall determine the amount of funds avail-
able to a State in a fiscal year for grants 
under this paragraph, based on the State’s 
achievement or annual progress in each of 
the categories under this paragraph, using 
the measures, goals and weighting system 
established under this paragraph, the 
amount appropriated to carry out the grants 
for such fiscal year, and the ratio that the 
funds apportioned to the State under section 
402(c) for such fiscal year bears to the funds 
apportioned under section 402(c) for such fis-
cal year to all the States that qualify for a 
grant for such fiscal year. 

ø‘‘(2) SAFETY BELT PERFORMANCE GRANTS. 
ø‘‘(A) PRIMARY SAFETY BELT USE LAW.—
ø‘‘(i) For fiscal years 2004 and 2005, the Sec-

retary shall make a grant to each State that 
enacted, and is enforcing, a primary safety 
belt use law for all passenger motor vehicles 
that became effective by December 31, 2002. 

ø‘‘(ii) For each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2009, the Secretary shall, after making 
grants under paragraph (2)(A)(i) of this sub-
section, make a one-time grant to each State 
that either enacts for the first time after De-
cember 31, 2002, and has in effect a primary 
safety belt use law for all passenger motor 
vehicles, or, in the case of a State that does 
not have such a primary safety belt use law, 
has a State safety belt use rate in the pre-
ceding fiscal year of at least 90 percent, as 
measured under criteria determined by the 
Secretary. 

ø‘‘(iii) Of the funds authorized for grants 
under this subsection, $100,000,000 in each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009 shall be avail-
able for grants under this paragraph. The 
amount of a grant available to a State in 
each of fiscal years 2004 and 2005 under para-
graph (2)(A)(i) of this subsection shall be 
equal to one-half of the amount of funds ap-
portioned to the State under subsection (c) 
of this section for fiscal year 2003. The 
amount of a grant available to a State in fis-
cal year 2004 or in a subsequent fiscal year 
under paragraph (2)(A)(ii) of this subsection 
shall be equal to five times the amount ap-
portioned to the State for fiscal year 2003 
under subsection (c). Notwithstanding sub-
section (d) of this section, the Federal share 
payable for grants under this paragraph shall 
be 100 percent. If the total amount of grants 
under paragraph (2)(A)(ii) for a fiscal year 
exceeds the amount of funds available in the 
fiscal year, grants shall be made to each eli-
gible State, in the order in which its primary 
safety belt use law became effective or its 
safety belt use rate reached 90 percent, until 
the funds for the fiscal year are exhausted. A 
State that does not receive a grant for which 
it is eligible in a fiscal year shall receive the 
grant in the succeeding fiscal year so long as 
its law remains in effect or its safety belt 
use rate remains at or above 90 percent. If 
the total amount of grants under this para-
graph for a fiscal year is less than the 
amount available in the fiscal year, the Sec-
retary shall use any funds that exceed the 
total amount for grants under paragraph 
(2)(B) of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(B) SAFETY BELT USE RATE.—
ø‘‘(i) On or before December 31, 2003, and on 

or before each December 31 thereafter 
through December 31, 2008, the Secretary 
shall make grants to States based upon their 
safety belt use rate in the preceding fiscal 
year. 

ø‘‘(ii) The Secretary, through a rule-
making, shall determine measures for calcu-
lating and scoring the performance for safety 
belt use rates, using data for the most recent 
calendar year for which State safety belt use 
rate data are available from observational 
safety belt surveys conducted in accordance 
with criteria established by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(iii) Of the funds authorized for grants 
under this subsection, $25,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2004, $27,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, 
$29,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, $31,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2007, $34,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008, and $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2009 shall 
be available for safety belt use rate grants 
under this paragraph. The Secretary shall 
determine the amount of funds available to a 
State in a fiscal year based on the State’s 
achievement or annual progress in its safety 
belt use rate, the amount appropriated to 
carry out the grants for such fiscal year, and 
the ratio that the funds apportioned to the 
State under section 402(c) for such fiscal year 
bears to the funds apportioned under section 
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402(c) for such fiscal year to all the States 
that qualify for a grant for such fiscal year. 
Notwithstanding subsection (d) of this sec-
tion, the Federal share payable for grants 
under this paragraph shall be 100 percent. 

ø‘‘(C) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, pas-
senger motor vehicle means a passenger car, 
pickup truck, van, minivan, or sport utility 
vehicle, with a gross vehicle weight rating of 
less than 10,000 pounds. 

ø‘‘(3) USE OF GRANTS.—A State allocated an 
amount for a grant under paragraph (1)(A) of 
this subsection shall use the amount for ac-
tivities eligible for assistance under this sec-
tion, except that it may use up to 50 percent 
of the amount for activities eligible under 
section 150 of this title and consistent with 
the State’s strategic highway safety plan 
under section 151 of this title that are not 
otherwise eligible for assistance under this 
section. A State allocated an amount for a 
grant under paragraph (2)(A) of this sub-
section may use the amount for activities el-
igible for assistance under this section or for 
activities eligible under section 150 of this 
title and consistent with the State’s stra-
tegic highway safety plan under section 151 
of this title that are not otherwise eligible 
for assistance under this section. A State al-
located an amount for a grant under para-
graph (2)(B) of this subsection, including any 
amount transferred under paragraph (2)(A) of 
this subsection, shall use the amount for 
safety belt use programs eligible for assist-
ance under this section, except that it may 
use up to 50 percent of the amount for activi-
ties eligible under section 150 of this title 
and consistent with the State’s strategic 
highway safety plan under section 151 of this 
title that are not otherwise eligible for as-
sistance under this section.’’. 

ø(b) IMPAIRED DRIVING GRANTS.—Section 
402 of title 23, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following sub-
section: 

ø‘‘(l)(1) IMPAIRED DRIVING GRANTS.—In ad-
dition to other grants authorized by this sec-
tion and subject to the provisions of this 
subsection, the Secretary shall design and 
implement a discretionary grant program to 
develop, demonstrate, and evaluate com-
prehensive State programs to reduce im-
paired driving in States with a high number 
of alcohol-related fatalities and a high rate 
of alcohol-related fatalities relative to vehi-
cle miles traveled and population. 

ø‘‘(2) PROCEDURE.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a procedure for submitting grant ap-
plications under this subsection, and shall 
select from among the applicants the States 
to participate in the program. 

ø‘‘(3) USE OF GRANTS.—A grant to a State 
under this subsection shall be used only to 
carry out the State’s program under para-
graph (1). 

ø‘‘(4) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Funds 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this subsection in a fiscal year shall be sub-
ject to a deduction not to exceed 10 percent 
for the costs of evaluating the programs and 
administering the provisions of this sub-
section. 

ø‘‘(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (d) of this section, the Federal 
share payable for a grant under this sub-
section shall be—

ø‘‘(A) 100 percent in the first and second 
fiscal years in which the State receives a 
grant; 

ø‘‘(B) 75 percent in the third and fourth fis-
cal years in which the State receives a grant; 
and 

ø‘‘(C) 50 percent in the fifth and sixth fiscal 
years in which the State receives a grant.’’. 
øSEC. 2002. HIGHWAY SAFETY RESEARCH AND DE-

VELOPMENT. 
øSection 403(a) (Authority of the Sec-

retary) of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by adding the following paragraphs 
at the end: 

ø‘‘(4) EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES.—In ad-
dition to the authority provided under this 
subsection, the Secretary is authorized to 
use funds appropriated to carry out this sec-
tion to enhance coordination among Federal 
agencies involved with State, local, tribal, 
and community-based emergency medical 
services. In exercising this authority, the 
Secretary may coordinate with State and 
local governments, the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs on behalf of Indian tribes, private in-
dustry, and other interested parties; collect 
and exchange emergency medical services 
data and information; examine emergency 
medical services needs, best practices, and 
related technology; and develop emergency 
medical services standards and guidelines, 
and plans for the assessment of emergency 
medical services systems. 

ø‘‘(5) INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION.—In ad-
dition to the authority provided under this 
subsection, the Secretary is authorized to 
use funds appropriated to carry out this sec-
tion to participate and cooperate in inter-
national activities to enhance highway safe-
ty by such means as exchanging safety infor-
mation; conducting safety research; and ex-
amining safety needs, best practices, and 
new technology. 

ø‘‘(6) NATIONAL MOTOR VEHICLE CRASH CAU-
SATION SURVEY.—In addition to the authority 
provided under this subsection, the Sec-
retary is authorized to use funds appro-
priated to carry out this section to develop 
and conduct a nationally representative sur-
vey to collect on-scene motor vehicle crash 
causation data.’’. 
øSEC. 2003. EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES. 

ø(a) FEDERAL COORDINATION AND ENHANCED 
SUPPORT OF EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES.—
Chapter 4 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by revising section 407 to read as 
follows: 
ø‘‘§ 407. Federal coordination and enhanced 

support of emergency medical services 
ø‘‘(a) FEDERAL INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON 

EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation and the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity through the Under Secretary for 
Emergency Preparedness and Response, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, shall establish a Fed-
eral Interagency Committee on Emergency 
Medical Services (referred to as the ‘Inter-
agency Committee on EMS’) that shall—

ø‘‘(A) assure coordination among the Fed-
eral agencies involved with State, local, trib-
al or regional emergency medical services 
and 9–1–1 systems;

ø‘‘(B) identify State, local, tribal or re-
gional emergency medical services and 9–1–1 
needs; 

ø‘‘(C) recommend new or expanded pro-
grams, including grant programs, for im-
proving State, local, tribal or regional emer-
gency medical services and implementing 
improved EMS communications tech-
nologies, including wireless E9–1–1; 

ø‘‘(D) identify ways to streamline the proc-
ess through which Federal agencies support 
State, local, tribal or regional emergency 
medical services; 

ø‘‘(E) assist State, local, tribal or regional 
emergency medical services in setting prior-
ities based on identified needs; and 

ø‘‘(F) advise, consult with and make rec-
ommendations on matters relating to the 
implementation of the coordinated State 
emergency medical services program estab-
lished under subsection (b) of this section. 

ø‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The membership of the 
Interagency Committee on EMS shall con-
sist of the following officials, or their des-
ignees: 

ø‘‘(A) Administrator, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 

ø‘‘(B) Director, Preparedness Division, 
Emergency Preparedness and Response Di-
rectorate, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. 

ø‘‘(C) Administrator, Health Resources and 
Services Administration. 

ø‘‘(D) Director, Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention. 

ø‘‘(E) Administrator, United States Fire 
Administration, Emergency Preparedness 
and Response Directorate, Department of 
Homeland Security. 

ø‘‘(F) Director, Center for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services. 

ø‘‘(G) Undersecretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense. 

ø‘‘(H) Assistant Secretary for Public 
Health Emergency Preparedness, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services. 

ø‘‘(I) Director, Indian Health Service, De-
partment of Health and Human Services. 

ø‘‘(J) Chief, Wireless Telecom Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission. 

ø‘‘(K) A representative of any other Fed-
eral agency identified by the Secretary of 
Transportation or the Secretary of Home-
land Security through the Under Secretary 
for Emergency Preparedness and Response, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, as having a significant 
role in the purposes of the Interagency Com-
mittee on EMS. 

ø‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.—The National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration, in co-
operation with the Director, Preparedness 
Division, Emergency Preparedness and Re-
sponse Directorate, Department of Homeland 
Security, shall provide administrative sup-
port to the Interagency Committee on EMS, 
including scheduling meetings, setting agen-
das, keeping minutes and records, and pro-
ducing reports. 

ø‘‘(4) LEADERSHIP.—The members of the 
Interagency Committee on EMS shall select 
a chairperson of the Committee annually. 

ø‘‘(5) MEETINGS.—The Interagency Com-
mittee on EMS shall meet as frequently as 
determined necessary by the chairperson of 
the Committee. 

ø‘‘(6) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The Interagency 
Committee on EMS shall prepare an annual 
report to Congress on the Committee’s ac-
tivities, actions, and recommendations. 

ø‘‘(b) COORDINATED NATIONWIDE EMERGENCY 
MEDICAL SERVICES PROGRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
of Transportation, through the Adminis-
trator of the National Highway Traffic Safe-
ty Administration, is authorized and di-
rected to cooperate with other Federal de-
partments and agencies, and may assist 
State and local governments and EMS orga-
nizations, both fire-based and otherwise, pri-
vate industry, and other interested parties, 
to ensure the development and implementa-
tion of a coordinated nationwide emergency 
medical services program designed to 
strengthen transportation safety and public 
health and to implement improved EMS 
communication systems including 9–1–1. For 
the purposes of this section, the term ‘State’ 
means any one of the fifty States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Is-
lands, Guam, American Samoa, the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, 
and the Secretary of the Interior on behalf of 
Indian Tribes. 

ø‘‘(2) COORDINATED STATE EMERGENCY MED-
ICAL SERVICES PROGRAM.—Each State shall 
establish a program, approved by the Sec-
retary, to coordinate the emergency medical 
services and resources deployed throughout 
the State, so as to ensure improved EMS 
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communication systems including 9–1–1, uti-
lization of established best practices in sys-
tem design and operations, implementation 
of quality assurance programs, and incorpo-
ration of data collection and analysis pro-
grams that facilitate system development 
and data linkages with other systems and 
programs useful to emergency medical serv-
ices. 

ø‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION OF STATE PRO-
GRAMS.—The Secretary may not approve a 
coordinated State emergency medical serv-
ices program under this subsection unless 
the program—

ø‘‘(A) provides that the Governor of the 
State is responsible for its administration 
through a State office of emergency medical 
services that has adequate powers and is 
suitably equipped and organized to carry out 
such program and coordinates such program 
with the highway safety office of the State; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) authorizes political subdivisions of 
the State to participate in and receive funds 
under such program, consistent with goal of 
achieving statewide coordination of emer-
gency medical services and 9–1–1 activities. 

ø‘‘(4) USE OF FUNDS; ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSES; APPORTIONMENTS.—Funds authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out this sub-
section shall be used to aid the States in 
conducting coordinated emergency medical 
services and 9–1–1 programs that are in ac-
cordance with the provisions of paragraph 
(2). Such funds shall be subject to a deduc-
tion not to exceed 10 percent for the nec-
essary costs of administering the provisions 
of this subsection, and the remainder shall 
be apportioned among the States. Such funds 
shall be apportioned as follows: 75 percent in 
the ratio that the population of each State 
bears to the total population of all the 
States, as shown by the latest available Fed-
eral census, and 25 percent in the ratio that 
the public road mileage in each State bears 
to the total public road mileage in all 
States. For the purpose of this subsection, a 
‘public road’ means any road under the juris-
diction of and maintained by a public au-
thority and open to public travel. Public 
road mileage as used in this subsection shall 
be determined as of the end of the calendar 
year prior to the year in which the funds are 
apportioned and shall be certified to by the 
Governor of the State and subject to ap-
proval by the Secretary. The annual appor-
tionment to each State shall not be less than 
one-half of 1 percent of the total apportion-
ment, except that the apportionment to the 
Secretary of the Interior on behalf of Indian 
tribes shall not be less than three-fourths of 
1 percent of the total apportionment, and the 
apportionments to the Virgin Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands shall not be 
less than one-quarter of 1 percent of the 
total apportionment. 

ø‘‘(5) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The provisions 
contained in section 402(d) of this chapter 
shall apply to this subsection. 

ø‘‘(6) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of a project or program funded 
under this subsection shall be 80 percent. 

ø‘‘(7) APPLICATION IN INDIAN COUNTRY.—
ø‘‘(A) USE OF TERMS.—For the purpose of 

application of this subsection in Indian coun-
try, the terms ‘State’ and ‘Governor of the 
State’ include the Secretary of the Interior 
and the term ‘political subdivisions of the 
State’ includes an Indian tribe. 

ø‘‘(B) INDIAN COUNTRY DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘Indian country’ 
means—

ø‘‘(i) all land within the limits of any In-
dian reservation under the jurisdiction of the 
United States, notwithstanding the issuance 
of any patent and including rights-of-way 
running through the reservation; 

ø‘‘(ii) all dependent Indian communities 
within the borders of the United States, 
whether within the original or subsequently 
acquired territory thereof and whether with-
in or without the limits of a State; and 

ø‘‘(iii) all Indian allotments, the Indian ti-
tles to which have not been extinguished, in-
cluding rights-of-way running through such 
allotments.’’. 

ø(b) The item relating to section 407 in the 
analysis of chapter 4 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows:
ø‘‘407. Federal coordination and enhanced 

support of emergency medical 
services.’’.

øSEC. 2004. STATE TRAFFIC SAFETY INFORMA-
TION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS. 

ø(a) Chapter 4 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by adding the following 
section: 
ø‘‘§ 412. State traffic safety information sys-

tem improvements 
ø‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) AUTHORITY TO MAKE GRANTS.—Subject 

to the requirements of this section, the Sec-
retary shall make grants to States that 
adopt and implement effective programs to—

ø‘‘(A) improve the timeliness, accuracy, 
completeness, uniformity, integration and 
accessibility of the safety data of the State 
that is needed to identify priorities for na-
tional, State, and local highway and traffic 
safety programs; 

ø‘‘(B) evaluate the effectiveness of efforts 
to make such improvements; 

ø‘‘(C) link these State data systems, in-
cluding traffic records, with other data sys-
tems within the State, such as systems that 
contain medical, roadway and economic 
data; and 

ø‘‘(D) improve the compatibility and inter-
operability of the data systems of the State 
with national data systems and data systems 
of other States and enhance the ability of 
the Secretary to observe and analyze na-
tional trends in crash occurrences, rates, 
outcomes, and circumstances. Recipient 
States may use such grants only to imple-
ment such programs. 

ø‘‘(2) MODEL DATA ELEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary, in consultation with States and other 
appropriate parties, shall determine the 
model data elements necessary to observe 
and analyze State and national trends in 
crash occurrences, rates, outcomes, and cir-
cumstances. In order to become eligible for a 
grant under this section, a State shall cer-
tify to the Secretary the State’s adoption 
and use of such model data elements. 

ø‘‘(3) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—No grant 
may be made to a State under this section in 
any fiscal year unless the State enters into 
such agreements with the Secretary as the 
Secretary may require ensuring that the 
State will maintain its aggregate expendi-
tures from all other sources for highway 
safety data programs at or above the average 
level of such expenditures in the 2 fiscal 
years preceding the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

ø‘‘(4) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of adopting and implementing in 
a fiscal year a program of a State pursuant 
to paragraph (1) shall not exceed 80 percent. 

ø‘‘(b) FIRST-YEAR GRANTS.—
ø‘‘(1) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a 

first-year grant under this section in a fiscal 
year, a State must demonstrate to the satis-
faction of the Secretary that the State has—

ø‘‘(A) established a highway safety data 
and traffic records coordinating committee 
with a multidisciplinary membership that 
includes, among others, managers, collec-
tors, and users of traffic records and public 
health and injury control data systems; and 

ø‘‘(B) developed a multiyear highway safe-
ty data and traffic records system strategic 

plan that addresses existing deficiencies in 
the State’s highway safety data and traffic 
records system and is approved by the high-
way safety data and traffic records coordi-
nating committee and—

ø‘‘(i) specifies how existing deficiencies in 
the State’s highway safety data and traffic 
records system were identified;

ø‘‘(ii) prioritizes, based on the identified 
highway safety data and traffic records sys-
tem deficiencies, the highway safety data 
and traffic records system needs and goals of 
the State, including the activities under sub-
section (a)(1); 

ø‘‘(iii) identifies performance-based meas-
ures by which progress toward those goals 
will be determined; 

ø‘‘(iv) specifies how the grant funds and 
any other funds of the State will be used to 
address needs and goals identified in the 
multiyear plan; and 

ø‘‘(v) includes a current report on the 
progress in implementing the multiyear plan 
that documents progress toward the speci-
fied goals. 

ø‘‘(2) GRANT AMOUNTS.—The amount of a 
first-year grant to a State for a fiscal year 
shall equal an amount determined by multi-
plying—

ø‘‘(A) the amount appropriated to carry 
out this section for such fiscal year; by—

ø‘‘(B) the ratio that the funds apportioned 
to the State under section 402 of this chapter 
for fiscal year 2003 bears to the funds appor-
tioned to all States under section 402 for fis-
cal year 2003;

except that no State eligible for a grant 
under this section shall receive less than 
$300,000. 

ø‘‘(c) SUCCEEDING-YEAR GRANTS.—
ø‘‘(1) ELIGIBILITY.—A State shall be eligible 

for a grant under this subsection in a fiscal 
year succeeding the first fiscal year in which 
the State receives a grant under subsection 
(b) if the State, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary—

ø‘‘(A) submits an updated multiyear plan 
that meets the requirements of subsection 
(b)(1)(B); 

ø‘‘(B) certifies that its highway safety data 
and traffic records coordinating committee 
continues to operate and supports the 
multiyear plan; 

ø‘‘(C) specifies how the grant funds and any 
other funds of the State will be used to ad-
dress needs and goals identified in the 
multiyear plan; 

ø‘‘(D) demonstrates measurable progress 
toward achieving the goals and objectives 
identified in the multiyear plan; and 

ø‘‘(E) includes a current report on the 
progress in implementing the multiyear 
plan. 

ø‘‘(2) GRANT AMOUNTS.—The amount of a 
succeeding year grant made to a State for a 
fiscal year under this paragraph shall equal 
an amount determined by multiplying—

ø‘‘(A) the amount appropriated to carry 
out this section for such fiscal year; by 

ø‘‘(B) the ratio that the funds apportioned 
to the State under section 402 for fiscal year 
2003 bears to the funds apportioned to all 
States under section 402 for fiscal year 2003; 
except that no State eligible for a grant 
under this paragraph shall receive less than 
$500,000. 

ø‘‘(d) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Funds 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this section in a fiscal year shall be subject 
to a deduction not to exceed 5 percent for the 
necessary costs of administering the provi-
sions of this section. 

ø‘‘(e) APPLICABILITY OF CHAPTER 1.—The 
provisions contained in section 402(d) shall 
apply to this section.’’. 

ø(b) The analysis of chapter 4 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
the following at the end:
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ø‘‘412. State traffic safety information sys-

tem improvements.’’.
øSEC. 2005. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The following sums are 

authorized to be appropriated out of the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) for the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration: 

ø(1) CONSOLIDATED STATE HIGHWAY SAFETY 
PROGRAMS.—

ø(A) To carry out the State and Commu-
nity Highway Safety Grant Program under 
section 402 of title 23, United States Code, 
except for subsections (k) and (l), $162,000,000 
for fiscal year 2004, $167,000,000 for fiscal year 
2005, $172,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, 
$177,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, $183,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2008, and $189,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2009. 

ø(B) To carry out the performance grant 
programs under subsection (k) of section 402 
of title 23, United States Code, $175,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2004, $179,000,000 for fiscal year 
2005, $183,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, 
$189,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, $195,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2008, and $201,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2009. 

ø(C) To carry out the impaired driving 
grants under subsection (l) of section 402 of 
title 23, United States Code, $50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(2) HIGHWAY SAFETY RESEARCH AND DEVEL-
OPMENT.—To carry out the highway safety 
research and development program under 
section 403 of title 23, United States Code, 
$88,452,000 for fiscal year 2004, $90,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2005, $92,000,000 for fiscal year 
2006, $94,000,000 for fiscal year 2007, $96,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, and $99,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2009. 

ø(3) EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
GRANTS.—To carry out section 407 of title 23, 
United States Code, $10,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(4) STATE TRAFFIC SAFETY INFORMATION 
SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS GRANTS.—To carry 
out section 412 of title 23, United States 
Code, $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

ø(5) NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER.—To carry 
out chapter 303 (National Driver Register) of 
title 49, United States Code, $3,600,000 for fis-
cal year 2004, and $4,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2005 through 2009. 

ø(b) ALLOCATIONS.—
ø(1) EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES ACTIVI-

TIES.—Out of amounts appropriated pursuant 
to subsection (a)(2), the Secretary may use 
$2,226,000 in each fiscal year to carry out 
paragraph (4) of section 403(a) of title 23, 
United States Code.

ø(2) INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION ACTIVI-
TIES.—Out of amounts appropriated pursuant 
to subsection (a)(2), the Secretary may use 
$200,000 in each fiscal year to carry out para-
graph (5) of section 403(a) of title 23, United 
States Code. 

ø(3) NATIONAL MOTOR VEHICLE CRASH CAUSA-
TION SURVEY.—Out of the amounts appro-
priated pursuant to subsection (a)(2), the 
Secretary may use $10,000,000 in each fiscal 
year to carry out paragraph (6) of section 
403(a) of title 23, United States Code. 

ø(c) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23.—(1) 
Amounts made available under subsection 
(a)(2) shall be available for obligation in the 
same manner as if such funds were appor-
tioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

ø(2) Notwithstanding section 402(d) of title 
23, United States Code, the funds authorized 
by subsection (a)(1) that are apportioned or 
allocated in a State shall remain available 
for obligation in that State for a period of 
two years after the last day of the fiscal year 
for which the funds are authorized. Any 
amounts so apportioned or allocated that re-

main unobligated at the end of that period 
shall lapse. 
øSEC. 2006. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISIONS 

OF TITLE 23. 
ø(a) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISIONS.—

Sections 406 and 408 of title 23, United States 
Code, are repealed. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The items 
relating to sections 406 and 408 in the anal-
ysis of chapter 4 of title 23, United States 
Code, are deleted. 

øTITLE III—FEDERAL TRANSIT 
ADMINISTRATION PROGRAMS 

øSEC. 3001. SHORT TITLE. 
øThis title may be cited as the ‘‘Federal 

Public Transportation Act of 2003’’. 
øSEC. 3002. UPDATED TERMINOLOGY; AMEND-

MENTS TO TITLE 49, UNITED STATES 
CODE. 

ø(a) UPDATED TERMINOLOGY.—Chapter 53 of 
title 49, United States Code, including the 
chapter analysis, is amended by striking 
‘‘mass’’ each place it appears before ‘‘trans-
portation’’ and inserting ‘‘public’’, except in 
sections 5301(f), 5302(a)(7), 5315, 5323(a)(1), and 
5323(a)(1)(B). 

ø(b) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 49.—Except as 
otherwise specifically provided, whenever in 
this title an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision of law, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of title 49, 
United States Code. 
øSEC. 3003. POLICIES, FINDINGS, AND PURPOSES. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5301(a) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) DEVELOPMENT AND REVITALIZATION OF 
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS.—It is in 
the economic interest of the United States 
to foster the development and revitalization 
of public transportation systems that maxi-
mize the efficient, secure, and safe mobility 
of individuals, and minimize environmental 
impacts and reliance on foreign oil.’’. 

ø(b) PRESERVING THE ENVIRONMENT.—Sec-
tion 5301(e) is amended by—

ø(1) striking ‘‘an urban’’ and inserting ‘‘a’’; 
and 

ø(2) striking ‘‘under sections 5309 and 5310 
of this title’’. 

ø(c) GENERAL PURPOSES.—Section 5301(f) is 
amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (1) by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘mass’’ after ‘‘improved’’ and 

inserting ‘‘public’’; and 
ø(B) striking ‘‘public and private mass 

transportation companies and inserting 
‘‘both public transportation companies and 
private companies engaged in public trans-
portation’’; 

ø(2) in paragraphs (2) and (3) by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘urban mass’’ after 

‘‘areawide’’ and inserting ‘‘public’’, and 
ø(B) striking ‘‘public and private mass 

transportation companies’’ and inserting 
‘‘both public transportation companies and 
private companies engaged in public trans-
portation’’; and 

ø(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘urban 
mass’’ and inserting ‘‘public’’. 
øSEC. 3004. DEFINITIONS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5302 is amended 
to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 5302. Definitions 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In this chapter, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

ø‘‘(1) ‘access to jobs project’ means a 
project relating to the development and 
maintenance of transportation services de-
signed to transport welfare recipients and 
low-income individuals to and from jobs and 
activities related to their employment, in-
cluding—

ø‘‘(A) transportation projects to finance 
planning, capital and operating costs of pro-
viding access to jobs under this chapter; 

ø‘‘(B) promoting public transportation by 
low-income workers; 

ø‘‘(C) promoting the use of transit vouch-
ers for welfare recipients and low-income in-
dividuals; and 

ø‘‘(D) promoting the use of employer-pro-
vided transportation, including the transit 
pass benefit program under section 132 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

ø‘‘(1a) ‘capital project’ means a project 
for—

ø‘‘(A) acquiring, constructing, supervising, 
or inspecting equipment or a facility for use 
in public transportation, expenses incidental 
to the acquisition or construction (including 
designing, engineering, location surveying, 
mapping, and acquiring rights-of-way), pay-
ments for the capital portions of rail track-
age rights agreements, transit-related intel-
ligent transportation systems, relocation as-
sistance, acquiring replacement housing 
sites, and acquiring, constructing, relo-
cating, and rehabilitating replacement hous-
ing; 

ø‘‘(B) rehabilitating a bus; 
ø‘‘(C) remanufacturing a bus; 
ø‘‘(D) overhauling rail rolling stock; 
ø‘‘(E) preventive maintenance; 
ø‘‘(F) leasing equipment or a facility for 

use in public transportation, subject to regu-
lations that the Secretary prescribes lim-
iting the leasing arrangements to those that 
are more cost-effective than purchase or con-
struction;

ø‘‘(G) a public transportation improvement 
that enhances economic development or in-
corporates private investment, including 
commercial and residential development, pe-
destrian and bicycle access to a public trans-
portation facility, and the renovation and 
improvement of historic transportation fa-
cilities, because the improvement enhances 
the effectiveness of a public transportation 
project and is related physically or function-
ally to that public transportation project, or 
establishes new or enhanced coordination be-
tween public transportation and other trans-
portation, and provides a fair share of rev-
enue for public transportation that will be 
used for public transportation—

ø‘‘(i) including property acquisition, demo-
lition of existing structures, site prepara-
tion, utilities, building foundations, walk-
ways, open space, safety and security equip-
ment and facilities (including lighting, sur-
veillance and related intelligent transpor-
tation system applications), facilities that 
incorporate community services such as 
daycare or health care, and a capital project 
for, and improving, equipment or a facility 
for an intermodal transfer facility or trans-
portation mall, except that a person making 
an agreement to occupy space in a facility 
under this subparagraph shall pay a reason-
able share of the costs of the facility through 
rental payments and other means; and 

ø‘‘(ii) excluding construction of a commer-
cial revenue-producing facility or a part of a 
public facility not related to public transpor-
tation; and 

ø‘‘(H) the introduction of new technology, 
through innovative or improved products, 
into public transportation; 

ø‘‘(I) the provision of nonfixed route para-
transit transportation services in accordance 
with section 223 of the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act of 1990, but only for grant re-
cipients that are in compliance with applica-
ble requirements of that Act, including both 
fixed route and demand responsive service, 
and only for amounts not to exceed 10 per-
cent of such recipient’s annual formula ap-
portionment under sections 5307 and 5311; 

ø‘‘(J) crime prevention and security— 
ø‘‘(i) including—
ø‘‘(I) projects to refine and develop secu-

rity and emergency response plans; 
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ø‘‘(II) projects aimed at detecting chemical 

and biological agents in public transpor-
tation; 

ø‘‘(III) the conduct of emergency response 
drills with public transportation agencies 
and local first response agencies; or 

ø‘‘(IV) security training for public trans-
portation employees; but, 

ø‘‘(ii) excluding all expenses related to op-
erations, except for such expenses incurred 
in the provisions of activities under clauses 
(III) and (IV) of this subparagraph; or 

ø‘‘(K) establishment of a debt service re-
serve made up of deposits with a bond-
holders’ trustee in a non-interest bearing ac-
count for the purpose of assuring timely pay-
ment of principal and interest on bonds 
issued by a grant recipient for purposes of fi-
nancing an eligible project under this chap-
ter; and 

ø‘‘(L) remediation associated with con-
struction of a capital project as described 
this paragraph on a brownfield site as de-
fined in 42 U.S.C. 9601. 

ø‘‘(2) ‘chief executive officer of a State’ in-
cludes the designee of the chief executive of-
ficer. 

ø‘‘(3) ‘emergency regulation’ means a regu-
lation— 

ø‘‘(A) that is effective temporarily before 
the expiration of the otherwise specified pe-
riods of time for public notice and comment 
under section 5334(c); and 

ø‘‘(B) prescribed by the Secretary as the 
result of a finding that a delay in the effec-
tive date of the regulation— 

ø‘‘(i) would injure seriously an important 
public interest; 

ø‘‘(ii) would frustrate substantially legisla-
tive policy and intent; or 

ø‘‘(iii) would damage seriously a person or 
class without serving an important public in-
terest. 

ø‘‘(4) ‘fixed guideway’ means a public 
transportation facility—

ø‘‘(A) using and occupying a separate 
right-of-way or rail for the exclusive use of 
public transportation and other high occu-
pancy vehicles; or –

ø‘‘(B) using a fixed catenary system and a 
right-of-way usable by other forms of trans-
portation. 

ø‘‘(5) ‘individual with a disability’ means 
an individual who, because of illness, injury, 
age, congenital malfunction, or other inca-
pacity or temporary or permanent disability 
(including an individual who is a wheelchair 
user or has semiambulatory capability), can-
not use effectively, without special facilities, 
planning, or design, public transportation 
service or a public transportation facility. 

ø‘‘(6) ‘local governmental authority’ in-
cludes— 

ø‘‘(A) a political subdivision of a State; 
ø‘‘(B) an authority of at least 1 State or po-

litical subdivision of a State; 
ø‘‘(C) an Indian tribe; and 
ø‘‘(D) a public corporation, board, or com-

mission established under the laws of a 
State. 

ø‘‘(7) ‘mass transportation’ means public 
transportation. 

ø‘‘(7a) ‘mobility management’ means an 
activity or project that involves one or more 
of the following goals: 

ø‘‘(A) Addressing public transportation 
customer needs.

ø‘‘(B) Tailoring public transportation serv-
ices to specific market niches. 

ø‘‘(C) Managing public transportation de-
mand. 

ø‘‘(D) Land use compatibility with public 
transportation services. 

ø‘‘(E) Improving coordination among pub-
lic transportation providers and other trans-
portation service providers. 

ø‘‘(8) ‘net project cost’ means the part of a 
project that reasonably cannot be financed 
from revenues. 

ø‘‘(9) ‘new bus model’ means a bus model 
(including a model using alternative fuel)—

ø‘‘(A) that has not been used in public 
transportation in the United States before 
the date of production of the model; or 

ø‘‘(B) used in public transportation in the 
United States, but being produced with a 
major change in configuration or compo-
nents. 

ø‘‘(10) ‘public transportation’ means trans-
portation by a conveyance that provides reg-
ular and continuing general or special trans-
portation to the public, but does not include 
school bus, charter, or sightseeing transpor-
tation. 

ø‘‘(10a) ‘recipient’ means an entity that re-
ceives Federal transit program assistance di-
rectly from the Federal government. 

ø‘‘(11) ‘regulation’ means any part of a 
statement of general or particular applica-
bility of the Secretary designed to carry out, 
interpret, or prescribe law or policy in car-
rying out this chapter. 

ø‘‘(11a) ‘reverse commute project’ means a 
public transportation project designed to 
transport residents of urban areas, urbanized 
areas, and areas other than urbanized areas 
to suburban employment opportunities, in-
cluding any projects to—

ø‘‘(A) subsidize the costs associated with 
adding reverse commute bus, train, carpool, 
van routes, or service from urban areas, ur-
banized areas, and areas other than urban-
ized areas, to suburban workplaces; 

ø‘‘(B) subsidize the purchase or lease by a 
nonprofit organization or public agency of a 
van or bus dedicated to shuttling employees 
from their residences to a suburban work-
place; or 

ø‘‘(C) otherwise facilitate the provision of 
public transportation services to suburban 
employment opportunities. 

ø‘‘(12) ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of 
Transportation. 

ø‘‘(13) ‘State’ means a State of the United 
States, the District of Columbia, Puerto 
Rico, the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, and the Virgin Islands, ex-
cept as defined in section 5305 of this title. 

ø‘‘(13a) ‘subrecipient’ means an entity that 
receives Federal transit program assistance 
indirectly through a recipient, rather than 
directly from the Federal government. 

ø‘‘(14) ‘transit’ means public transpor-
tation. 

ø‘‘(15) ‘transit enhancement’ means, with 
respect to any project or an area to be served 
by a project, projects that are designed to 
enhance public transportation service or use 
and that are physically or functionally re-
lated to transit facilities. Eligible projects 
are— 

ø‘‘(A) historic preservation, rehabilitation, 
or operation of historic public transpor-
tation buildings, structures, or facilities (in-
cluding historic bus or railroad facilities); 

ø‘‘(B) bus shelters; 
ø‘‘(C) landscaping and other scenic beau-

tification, including tables, benches, trash 
receptacles, and street lights; 

ø‘‘(D) public art; 
ø‘‘(E) pedestrian access or walkways; 
ø‘‘(F) bicycle access, including bicycle 

storage facilities and installing equipment 
for transporting bicycles on public transpor-
tation vehicles; 

ø‘‘(G) transit connections to parks within 
the recipient’s transit service area; 

ø‘‘(H) signage; and 
ø‘‘(I) enhanced access for individuals with 

disabilities to public transportation. 
ø‘‘(16) [reserved] 
ø‘‘(17) ‘urbanized area’ means an area en-

compassing a population of at least 50,000 
people that has been defined and designated 

in the latest decennial census as an ‘urban-
ized area’ by the Secretary of Commerce. 

ø‘‘(18) ‘welfare recipient’ means an indi-
vidual who receives or received aid or assist-
ance under a State or tribal program funded 
under part A of title IV of the Social Secu-
rity Act (whether in effect before or after the 
effective date of the amendments made by 
title I of the Personal Responsibility and 
Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104–193; 110 Stat. 2110)) at any 
time during the 3-year period before the date 
on which the applicant applies for a grant 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(b) AUTHORITY TO MODIFY ‘INDIVIDUAL 
WITH A DISABILITY’.—The Secretary may by 
regulation modify the definition of the term 
‘individual with a disability’ in subsection 
(a)(5) as it applies to section 5307(d)(1)(D).’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
5321 is repealed.
øSEC. 3005. METROPOLITAN PLANNING. 

øThe text of section 5303 is amended to 
read as follows: ‘‘Grants made under sections 
5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, and 5317 shall 
be carried out in accordance with the metro-
politan planning provisions of chapter 52 of 
this title.’’. 
øSEC. 3006. STATEWIDE PLANNING. 

ø(a) SECTION HEADING.—Section 5304 is 
amended by striking the section heading and 
inserting the following: 
ø‘‘§ 5304. Statewide planning’’. 

ø(b) The text of section 5304 is amended to 
read as follows: ‘‘Grants made under sections 
5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, and 5317 shall 
be carried out in accordance with the state-
wide planning provisions of chapter 52 of this 
title.’’.

ø(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 
relating to section 5304 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:
ø‘‘5304. Statewide planning.’’.
øSEC. 3007. PLANNING PROGRAMS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5305 is amended 
to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 5305. Planning programs 

ø‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

ø‘‘(1) ‘State’ means a State of the United 
States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto 
Rico, and 

ø‘‘(2) ‘planning emphasis area’ means pri-
ority themes identified by the Secretary for 
consideration in sections 5303 and 5304 of this 
title. 

ø‘‘(b) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Under criteria 
the Secretary establishes, the Secretary may 
make grants to States, authorities of the 
States, metropolitan planning organizations, 
and local governmental authorities, or may 
make agreements with other departments, 
agencies, and instrumentalities of the Gov-
ernment, or may enter into contracts with 
private non-profit or for-profit entities for 
development of, transportation plans and 
programs and to plan, engineer, design, and 
evaluate a public transportation project and 
for other technical studies, including—

ø‘‘(1) studies related to management, plan-
ning, operations, capital requirements, and 
economic feasibility; 

ø‘‘(2) evaluating previously financed 
projects; 

ø‘‘(3) peer reviews and exchanges of tech-
nical data, information, assistance, and re-
lated activities in support of planning and 
environmental analyses among metropolitan 
planning organizations and other transpor-
tation planners; and, 

ø‘‘(4) other similar and related activities 
preliminary to and in preparation for con-
structing, acquiring, or improving the oper-
ation of facilities and equipment. 

ø‘‘(c) PURPOSE.—To the extent practicable, 
the Secretary shall ensure that amounts ap-
propriated or made available under section 
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5338 of this title to carry out this section and 
sections 5303 and 5304 of this title are used to 
support balanced and comprehensive trans-
portation planning that considers the rela-
tionships among land use and all transpor-
tation modes, without regard to the pro-
grammatic source of the planning amounts. 

ø‘‘(d) METROPOLITAN PLANNING PROGRAM.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall apportion 80 per-

cent of the amount made available under 
subsection (h)(2)(A) of this section to States 
to carry out sections 5303 and 5306 of this 
title in a ratio equal to the population in ur-
banized areas in each State divided by the 
total population in urbanized areas in all 
States, as shown by the latest available de-
cennial census of population. A State may 
not receive less than .5 percent of the 
amount apportioned under this paragraph. 

ø‘‘(2) Amounts apportioned to a State 
under paragraph (1) of this subsection shall 
be made available promptly after allocation 
to metropolitan planning organizations in 
the State designated under this section 
under a formula—

ø‘‘(A) the State develops in cooperation 
with the metropolitan planning organiza-
tions; 

ø‘‘(B) the Secretary of Transportation ap-
proves; and 

ø‘‘(C) that considers population in urban-
ized areas and provides an appropriate dis-
tribution for urbanized areas to carry out 
the cooperative processes described in this 
section. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary shall apportion 20 per-
cent of the amount made available under 
subsection (h)(2)(A) of this section to States 
to supplement allocations made under para-
graph (1) of this subsection for metropolitan 
planning organizations. Amounts under this 
paragraph shall be allocated under a formula 
that reflects the additional cost of carrying 
out planning, programming, and project se-
lection responsibilities under sections 5303 
and 5306 of this title in complex metropoli-
tan planning areas. 

ø‘‘(e) STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH PRO-
GRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) The amounts made available pursu-
ant to subsection (h)(2)(B) of this section 
shall be apportioned to States for grants and 
contracts to carry out sections 5303–5306, 
5315, and 5322 of this title. The amounts shall 
be apportioned so that each State receives 
an amount equal to the population in urban-
ized areas in the State, divided by the popu-
lation in urbanized areas in all States, as 
shown by the latest available decennial cen-
sus. However, a State must receive at least .5 
percent of the amount apportioned under 
this subsection. 

ø‘‘(2) A State, as the State considers appro-
priate, may authorize part of the amount 
made available under this subsection to be 
used to supplement amounts available under 
subsection (d) of this section. 

ø‘‘(f) PLANNING CAPACITY BUILDING PRO-
GRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall establish a Plan-
ning Capacity Building Program to support 
and fund innovative practices and enhance-
ments in transportation planning. The pur-
pose of this program shall be to promote ac-
tivities that support and strengthen the 
planning processes required under this sec-
tion and sections 5303 and 5304 of this chap-
ter. 

ø‘‘(2) Funding available under subsection 
(h)(1) of this section to carry out this sub-
section will support—

ø‘‘(A) incentive grants to state, metropoli-
tan planning organizations, and public trans-
portation operators; and 

ø‘‘(B) research, information dissemination, 
and technical assistance. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may use the funds for 
the purpose described in paragraph (2)(B) 

independently or make grants to, or enter 
into contracts, cooperative agreements, and 
other transactions, with a Federal agency, 
State agency, local governmental authority, 
association, nonprofit or for-profit entity, or 
institution of higher education, to carry out 
the purposes of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(4) The program shall be administered by 
the Federal Transit Administration in co-
operation with the Federal Highway Admin-
istration. 

ø‘‘(g) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—
ø‘‘(1) Amounts made available to carry out 

subsections (d), (e) and (f) of this section 
may not exceed 80 percent of the costs of the 
activity unless the Secretary of Transpor-
tation decides it is in the interests of the 
Government not to require a State or local 
match. 

ø‘‘(2) When there are planning emphasis 
areas funded under a grant or contract fi-
nanced under this section, the Secretary 
may establish a Government share con-
sistent with the planning emphasis area ben-
efit. 

ø‘‘(h) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Of the funds 
made available by or appropriated to carry 
out this section under section 5338(a)(2)(A) 
and (B) and 5338(b)(3)(A) and (B) of this title 
for fiscal years 2004 through 2009,

ø‘‘(1) $5,000,000 shall be available for the 
planning capacity building program under 
subsection (f) of this section; and 

ø‘‘(2) of the remaining amount, 
ø‘‘(A) 82.72 percent shall be available for 

metropolitan planning program under sub-
section (d) of this section; and 

ø‘‘(B) 17.28 percent shall be available to 
carry out subsections (b) and (e) of this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(i) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—An 
amount apportioned under this section that 
remains available for 3 years after the fiscal 
year in which the amount is apportioned 
shall be reapportioned among the States.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 
relating to section 5305 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:
ø‘‘5305. Planning programs.’’.
øSEC. 3008. PRIVATE ENTERPRISE PARTICIPA-

TION. 
ø(a) SECTION HEADING.—Section 5306 is 

amended by striking the section heading and 
inserting the following: 
ø‘‘§ 5306. Private enterprise participation in 

metropolitan planning and statewide plan-
ning’’. 
ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 

relating to section 5306 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:
ø‘‘5306. Private enterprise participation in 

metropolitan planning and 
statewide planning.’’.

øSEC. 3009. URBANIZED AREA PUBLIC TRANSPOR-
TATION FORMULA GRANTS PRO-
GRAM. 

ø(a) SECTION HEADING.—Section 5307 is 
amended by striking the section heading and 
inserting the following: 
ø∞‘‘§ 5307. Urbanized area public transpor-

tation formula grants program’’. 
ø(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 5307 

is amended by—
ø(1) striking subsections (h), (j) and (k); 

and 
ø(2) redesignating subsections (i), (l), (m), 

and (n) as subsections (h), (i), (j), and (k), re-
spectively. 

ø(c) DEFINITIONS.—Section 5307(a) is 
amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
ø‘‘(1) ‘designated recipient’ means—
ø‘‘(A) an entity designated, consistent with 

the planning process under sections 5303–5306 

of this title, by the chief executive officer of 
a State, responsible local officials, and pub-
licly owned operators of public transpor-
tation to receive and apportion amounts 
under sections 5336 and 5337 of this title that 
are attributable to transportation manage-
ment areas established under section 5303 of 
this title; or 

ø‘‘(B) a State or regional authority if the 
authority is responsible under the laws of a 
State for a capital project and for financing 
and directly providing public transportation. 

ø‘‘(2) ‘subrecipient’ means a State or local 
governmental authority, a nonprofit organi-
zation, or a private operator of public trans-
portation service that may receive a Federal 
transit program grant indirectly through a 
recipient, rather than directly from the Fed-
eral government.’’. 

ø(d) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Section 5307(b) 
is amended—

ø(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
a new paragraph (1) as follows: 

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation may 
make grants under this section for—

ø‘‘(A) capital projects; 
ø‘‘(B) planning and mobility management; 
ø‘‘(C) transit enhancements; and 
ø‘‘(D) operating costs of equipment and fa-

cilities for use in public transportation in an 
urbanized area with a population of less than 
200,000.’’; 

ø(2) by striking paragraphs (2) and (4); 
ø(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (2); and 
ø(4) in redesignated paragraph (2), by strik-

ing ‘‘5305(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘5303’’. 
ø(e) GRANT RECIPIENT REQUIREMENTS.—Sec-

tion 5307(d) is amended—
ø(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by inserting ‘‘, in-

cluding safety and security aspects of the 
program’’ after ‘‘capacity’’; 

ø(2) in paragraph (1)(E), by striking every-
thing that appears after ‘‘section’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the recipient will comply with sec-
tion 5323 and 5325 of this title’’; 

ø(3) in paragraph (1)(H), by striking 
‘‘5310(a)–(d)’’; 

ø(4) by striking paragraph (1)(I); 
ø(5) by redesignating paragraph (1)(J) as 

paragraph (1)(I); and 
ø(6) by adding at the end of subsection 

(f)(1), as redesignated, the following: 
ø‘‘(J) with a population of at least 200,000 

in its urbanized area will expend one percent 
of the amount the recipient receives each fis-
cal year under this section for transit en-
hancement activities described in section 
5302(a)(15) of this title.’’. 

ø(f) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—Sec-
tion 5307(e), is amended—

ø(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘(in-
cluding associated capital maintenance 
items)’’; and 

ø(2) in the fourth sentence, by striking 
‘‘that are more than the amount of those 
revenues in the fiscal year that ended Sep-
tember 30, 1985’’ and inserting ‘‘and amounts 
received under a service agreement with a 
State or local social service agency or a pri-
vate social service organization’’. 

ø(g) UNDERTAKING PROJECTS IN ADVANCE.—
Section 5307(g) is amended by striking para-
graph (4). 

ø(h) REVIEWS, AUDITS, AND EVALUATIONS.—
Section 5307(h), as redesignated, is amended 
in paragraph (1) (A) by striking ‘‘shall’’ and 
inserting ‘‘may’’. 

ø(i) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—Sec-
tion 5307(k), as redesignated, is amended to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(k)(1) Sections 5301, 5302, 5303, 5304, 5306, 
5315(c), 5318, 5319, 5323, 5325, 5327, 5329, 5330, 
5331, 5332, 5333 and 5335’’ of this title apply to 
this section and to a grant made under this 
section. Except as provided in this section, 
no other provision of this chapter applies to 
this section or to a grant made under this 
section. 
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ø‘‘(2) The provision of assistance under this 

chapter shall not be construed as bringing 
within the application of chapter 15, title 5, 
U.S.C., any nonsupervisory employee of a 
public transportation system (or any other 
agency or entity performing related func-
tions) to which such chapter is otherwise in-
applicable.’’. 

ø(j) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) The item relating to section 5307 in the 

table of sections for chapter 53 is amended to 
read as follows:
ø‘‘5307. Urbanized area public transportation 

formula grants program.’’.
ø(2) Section 3037 of the Transportation Eq-

uity Act for the 21st Century, Public Law 
105–178, as amended, is repealed. 
øSEC. 3010. FORMULA GRANTS FOR OTHER THAN 

URBANIZED AREAS. 
ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 5311(a) is 

amended to read as follows:—
ø‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
ø‘‘(1) ‘recipient’ means a State that re-

ceives a Federal transit program grant di-
rectly from the Federal government. 

ø‘‘(2) ‘subrecipient’ means a State or local 
governmental authority, a nonprofit organi-
zation, or a private operator of public trans-
portation service that may receive a Federal 
transit program grant indirectly through a 
recipient, rather than directly from the Fed-
eral government.’’. 

ø(b) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Section 5311(b) 
is amended—

ø(1) by revising paragraph (1) to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of 
this subsection, the Secretary may make 
grants to areas other than urbanized areas 
under this section for the following: 

ø‘‘(A) public transportation capital 
projects; 

ø‘‘(B) operating costs of equipment and fa-
cilities for use in public transportation; and 

ø‘‘(C) the acquisition of public transpor-
tation services.’’; 

ø(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3) and inserting a new paragraph (2), 
as follows: 

ø‘‘(2) A project eligible for a grant under 
this section shall be included in a State pro-
gram for public transportation service 
projects, including agreements with private 
providers of public transportation service. 
The program shall be submitted annually to 
the Secretary. The Secretary may approve 
the program only if the Secretary finds that 
the program provides a fair distribution of 
amounts in the State, including Indian res-
ervations, and the maximum feasible coordi-
nation of public transportation service as-
sisted under this section with transportation 
service assisted by other federal sources.’’; 

ø(3) In paragraph (3), as redesignated, by 
inserting ‘‘use not more than 2 percent of the 
amount made available to carry out this sec-
tion to’’ before ‘‘make’’; and 

ø(4) by adding after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(4) Of the amount available to carry out 
paragraph (3), not more than 15 percent may 
be used to carry out projects of a national 
scope, with the remaining balance provided 
to the States.’’. 

ø(c) APPORTIONING AMOUNTS.—Subsection 
(c) is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(c) APPORTIONMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) The amounts made available under 

section 5338(a)(2)(K) shall be apportioned as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(A) For each eligible State in accordance 
with paragraph (2) of this subsection: 

ø‘‘(i) $2,500,000 in fiscal year 2004. 
ø‘‘(ii) Three percent in fiscal year 2005. 
ø‘‘(iii) Five percent in fiscal year 2006. 
ø‘‘(iv) Seven percent in fiscal year 2007. 
ø‘‘(v) Nine percent in fiscal year 2008. 

ø‘‘(vi) Ten percent in every fiscal year 
thereafter. 

ø‘‘(B) Remaining amounts shall be appor-
tioned to each State in accordance with 
paragraph (3) of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(2)(A) Of the amounts to be apportioned 
under paragraph (1)(A) of this subsection, the 
Secretary may use the following amounts to 
make grants to establish data collection sys-
tems capable of collecting the data in sub-
paragraph (C) of this paragraph: 

ø‘‘(i) 100 percent in fiscal year 2004. 
ø‘‘(ii) $1,500,000 in fiscal year 2005. 
ø‘‘(iii) $500,000 in fiscal year 2006. 
ø‘‘(B) Amounts under subparagraph (A) of 

this paragraph not obligated within three 
years following the end of the fiscal year in 
which those amounts became available shall 
be available for apportionment under sub-
paragraph (C) of this paragraph. 

ø‘‘(C) The remaining amounts to be appor-
tioned under paragraph (1)(A) of this sub-
section shall be apportioned by a formula de-
termined by the Secretary that distributes 
funds based on increases in public transpor-
tation patronage in other-than-urbanized 
areas. 

ø‘‘(D) In apportioning funds under subpara-
graph (C) of this paragraph, the Secretary 
may consider the efficiency of service provi-
sion in the non-urbanized areas in the State. 

ø‘‘(3) Each State shall receive an amount 
equal to the remaining amount apportioned 
multiplied by a ratio equal to the population 
of areas other than urbanized areas in a 
State divided by the population of all areas 
other than urbanized areas in the United 
States, as shown by the most recent Federal 
government decennial census of popu-
lation.’’. 

ø(d) USE FOR ADMINISTRATIVE, PLANNING, 
AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Section 5311(e) 
is amended by striking—

ø(1) ‘‘Use for administration and technical 
assistance. (1)’’ and inserting ‘‘Use for ad-
ministration, planning, and technical assist-
ance.’’; and 

ø(2) ‘‘to a recipient’’ after ‘‘technical as-
sistance’’; and 

ø(3) paragraph (2). 
ø(e) INTERCITY BUS TRANSPORTATION.—Sec-

tion 5311(f) is amended—
ø(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘after 

September 30, 1993,’’; and 
ø(2) by inserting at the beginning of para-

graph (2) ‘‘After consultation with affected 
intercity bus service providers,’’. 

ø(f) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—Sec-
tion 5311(g) is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(g) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—
ø‘‘(1) A grant for a capital project under 

this section may not exceed 80 percent of the 
net capital costs of the project, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. A grant made under 
this section for operating assistance may not 
exceed 50 percent of the net operating costs 
of the project, as determined by the Sec-
retary. The remainder—

ø‘‘(A) may be provided from an undistrib-
uted cash surplus, a replacement or deprecia-
tion cash fund or reserve, a service agree-
ment with a State or local social service 
agency or a private social service organiza-
tion, or new capital; and 

ø‘‘(B) may be derived from amounts appro-
priated to or made available to a department 
or agency of the Federal government (other 
than the Department of Transportation, ex-
cept for Federal Land Highway funds) that 
are eligible to be expended for transpor-
tation. 

ø‘‘(2) A state carrying out a program of op-
erating assistance under this section may 
not limit the level or extent of use of the 
Government grant for the payment of oper-
ating expenses. 

ø‘‘(3) For purposes of paragraph (2)(B) of 
this section, the prohibitions on the use of 

funds for matching requirements under sec-
tion 403(a)(5)(c)(vii) of the Social Security 
Act shall not apply to federal or state funds 
to be used for transportation purposes.’’. 

ø(g) INDIAN RESERVATION RURAL TRANSIT 
PROGRAM.—Section 5311(h) is amended to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(h) INDIAN RESERVATION RURAL TRANSIT 
PROGRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) In this subsection, the term ‘Indian 
tribe’ has the meaning given the term in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

ø‘‘(2)(A) The Secretary shall establish and 
carry out through the States a program to 
provide grants to Indian tribes to operate, 
maintain, and establish rural transit pro-
grams on reservations or other land under 
the jurisdiction of the Indian tribes. 

ø‘‘(B) The state may waive or reduce the 
amount of local share required for these 
grants. 

ø‘‘(3) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for each fiscal year, of the amount 
made available to carry out this section 
under section 5338(a)(2)(K) for the fiscal year, 
the Secretary shall make available 
$10,000,000 to carry out this subsection. 

ø‘‘(4) Of the funds made available pursuant 
to paragraph (3) of this subsection, 

ø‘‘(A) $9,500,000 shall be apportioned to the 
states based on a ratio equal to the tribal 
population in each state divided by the total 
tribal population in all states, as shown by 
the latest decennial census of population for 
allocation to existing Indian tribal rural 
transit programs and to plan and establish 
new Indian tribe rural transit programs; 

ø‘‘(B) prior to distribution by states of in-
state amounts to Indian tribes, each State 
may use up to 5 percent for state administra-
tion; 

ø‘‘(C) amounts apportioned to a state 
under paragraph (A) of this subsection shall 
be distributed to Indian tribes in the state 
based on an allocation plan—

ø‘‘(i) the state develops in cooperation with 
Indian tribes; 

ø‘‘(ii) the Secretary approves; and 
ø‘‘(iii) that provides an appropriate dis-

tribution for funding the needs of existing 
and new Indian Reservation Rural Transit 
Systems; and 

ø‘‘(D) $500,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary to provide technical assistance, in-
cluding best practices and outreach, to the 
states and tribes through grants, contracts, 
or other arrangements and shall be in addi-
tion to and not in lieu of other funds avail-
able for these purposes. 

ø‘‘(5) An amount apportioned to the states 
under this subsection—

ø‘‘(A) remains available for 3 years after 
the fiscal year in which the amount was ap-
portioned; and 

ø‘‘(B) shall be reapportioned among the 
states if unobligated at the end of the 3-year 
period.’’. 

ø(h) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—Sec-
tion 5311(j) is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(j) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—
ø‘‘(1) Except as provided in subparagraphs 

(2) and (3) of this subsection, a grant under 
this section is subject to the requirements of 
5307 to the extent the Secretary considers 
appropriate. 

ø‘‘(2) Sections 5323(a)(1)(D) and 5333(b) of 
this title shall apply, provided that the Sec-
retary of Labor shall utilize a Special War-
ranty that provides a fair and equitable ar-
rangement to protect the interest of employ-
ees. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may waive the applica-
bility of the Special Warranty under para-
graph (2) for private non-profit subrecipients 
on a case-by-case basis as the Secretary 
deems appropriate. 
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ø‘‘(4) This subsection does not affect or dis-

charge a responsibility of the Secretary 
under a law of the United States.’’. 
øSEC. 3011. NEW FREEDOM PROGRAM. 

ø(a) Chapter 53 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after section 
5316 the following: 
ø‘‘§ 5317. New Freedom program 

ø‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—
ø‘‘(1) ‘recipient’ means a State that re-

ceives a grant under this section directly. 
ø‘‘(2) ‘subrecipient’ means a State or local 

governmental authority, a nonprofit organi-
zation, or a private operator of public trans-
portation service that may receive a grant 
under this section indirectly through a re-
cipient, rather than directly from the Fed-
eral government.’’. 

ø‘‘(b) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation may 

provide grants to recipients for new trans-
portation services and transportation alter-
natives beyond those required by the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12101 et seq.), including motor vehicle pro-
grams that assist persons with disabilities 
with transportation to and from jobs and 
employment support services. 

ø‘‘(2) A recipient may use not more than 15 
percent of the amounts apportioned under 
this section to administer, plan, and provide 
technical assistance for a project funded 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(c) APPORTIONMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall apportion 

amounts made available under section 
5338(a)(2)(H) of this title under a formula the 
Secretary administers. 

ø‘‘(2) The recipient may transfer any funds 
apportioned to it under this subsection to 
sections 5311(c) or 5336. Any funds transferred 
pursuant to this subsection shall be made 
available only for eligible projects selected 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(d) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) Except as provided in paragraphs (2) 

and (3) of this subsection, a grant under this 
section is subject to the requirements of 5307 
to the extent the Secretary considers appro-
priate.

ø‘‘(2) Section 5333(b) of this title shall 
apply, provided that the Secretary of Labor 
shall utilize a Special Warranty that pro-
vides a fair and equitable arrangement to 
protect the interest of employees. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may waive the applica-
bility of the Special Warranty under para-
graph (2) for private non-profit subrecipients 
on a case-by-case basis as the Secretary 
deems appropriate. 

ø‘‘(4) A recipient of a grant under this sec-
tion shall certify that allocations of the 
grant to subrecipients are distributed on a 
fair and equitable basis. 

ø‘‘(e) COMPETITIVE PROCESS.—
ø‘‘(1) The recipient shall conduct a state-

wide solicitation for applications for grants 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(2) Subrecipients seeking to receive a 
grant under this section shall submit to the 
recipient an application in the form and in 
accordance with such requirements as the re-
cipient shall establish. 

ø‘‘(3) Subrecipients submitting applica-
tions pursuant to paragraph (2) shall be se-
lected on a competitive basis. 

ø‘‘(f) COORDINATION.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall coordinate ac-

tivities under this section with related ac-
tivities under programs of other Federal de-
partments and agencies. 

ø‘‘(2) A recipient that transfers funds to 
section 5336 pursuant to subsection (c)(2) 
shall certify that the project for which the 
funds are requested has been coordinated 
with private non-profit providers of services 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(3) A recipient of funds under this sec-
tion shall certify that—

ø‘‘(A) the projects selected were derived 
from a locally developed, coordinated public 
transit-human services transportation plan; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) the plan was developed through a 
process that included representatives of pub-
lic, private, and nonprofit transportation 
and human services providers and participa-
tion by the public; 

ø‘‘(g) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—
ø‘‘(1) A grant for a capital project under 

this section may not exceed 80 percent of the 
net capital costs of the project, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. A grant made under 
this section for operating assistance may not 
exceed 50 percent of the net operating costs 
of the project, as determined by the Sec-
retary. The remainder may be—

ø‘‘(A) provided from an undistributed cash 
surplus, a replacement or depreciation cash 
fund or reserve, a service agreement with a 
State or local social service agency or a pri-
vate social service organization, or new cap-
ital; and 

ø‘‘(B) derived from amounts appropriated 
to or made available to a department or 
agency of the Federal government (other 
than the Department of Transportation, ex-
cept for Federal Land Highway funds) that 
are eligible to be expended for transpor-
tation. 

ø‘‘(2) A recipient carrying out a program of 
operating assistance under this section may 
not limit the level or extent of use of the 
Government grant for the payment of oper-
ating expenses. 

ø‘‘(3) For purposes of paragraph (1)(B) of 
this section, the prohibitions on the use of 
funds for matching requirements under sec-
tion 403(a)(5)(c)(vii) of the Social Security 
Act shall not apply to federal or state funds 
to be used for transportation purposes.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table 
of sections for chapter 53 is amended after 
the item relating to section 5316 by adding 
the following:
ø‘‘5317. New Freedom program.’’.
øSEC. 3012. MAJOR CAPITAL INVESTMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
ø(a) MAJOR CAPITAL INVESTMENT PRO-

GRAM.—Section 5309 is amended to reads as 
follows: 
ø‘‘§ 5309. Major capital investment grants 

ø‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation may 

make grants under this section to State and 
local governmental authorities to assist 
them and their subrecipients in financing 
capital projects for—

ø‘‘(A) new fixed guideway systems, exten-
sions to existing fixed guideway systems, 
and related project activities; 

ø‘‘(B) the capital costs of coordinating pub-
lic transportation with other transportation; 

ø‘‘(C) the introduction of new technology, 
through innovative or improved products, 
into public transportation; or 

ø‘‘(D) the development of corridors to sup-
port public transportation, including pro-
tecting rights of way through acquisition, 
construction of dedicated bus and high occu-
pancy vehicle lanes or park and ride lots, or 
other capital improvements that the Sec-
retary may decide would result in increased 
public transportation usage in the corridor. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary shall require that a 
grant under this subsection be subject to the 
terms, conditions, requirements, and provi-
sions the Secretary decides are necessary or 
appropriate for the purposes of this section, 
including requirements for the disposition of 
net increases in value of real property result-
ing from the project assisted under this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(b) PROJECT AS PART OF APPROVED PRO-
GRAM OF PROJECTS.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may not approve a 
grant for a project under this section unless 
the Secretary finds that the project is part 
of an approved transportation plan and pro-
gram of projects required under sections 
5303–5306 of this title, and that the applicant 
has or will have the legal, financial, and 
technical capacity to carry out the project 
(including safety and security aspects of the 
project), satisfactory continuing control 
over the use of the equipment or facilities, 
and the capability and willingness to main-
tain the equipment or facilities. 

ø‘‘(2) An applicant that has submitted a 
certification required by section 5307(d)(1) 
(A)–(C) and (H) of this title shall provide suf-
ficient information upon which the Sec-
retary can make the findings required by 
this subsection. 

ø‘‘(c) CRITERIA FOR MAJOR CAPITAL INVEST-
MENT GRANTS OF $75,000,000 OR MORE.—

ø‘‘(1) A project financed under this sub-
section shall be carried out through a full 
funding grant agreement. The Secretary 
shall enter into a full funding grant agree-
ment based on the evaluations and ratings 
required under this subsection. The Sec-
retary shall not enter into a full funding 
grant agreement for a project unless that 
project is authorized for final design and 
construction and has been rated as ‘medium,’ 
‘medium-high,’ or ‘high,’ as defined in this 
subsection. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may approve a grant 
under this section for a major capital project 
only if the Secretary makes the following 
determinations, based upon evaluations and 
considerations as set forth below: 

ø‘‘(A) The Secretary may approve a grant 
under this section for a major capital project 
only if the Secretary determines that the 
proposed project is—

ø‘‘(i) based on the results of an alternatives 
analysis and preliminary engineering; 

ø‘‘(ii) justified based on a comprehensive 
review of its mobility improvements, envi-
ronmental benefits, cost effectiveness, oper-
ating efficiencies, transit supportive policies 
and existing land use; and 

ø‘‘(iii) supported by an acceptable degree of 
local financial commitment, including evi-
dence of stable and dependable financing 
sources to construct the project, and main-
tain, and operate the entire public transpor-
tation system. 

ø‘‘(B) Before making the determinations 
required by paragraph (2)(A), the Secretary 
shall first analyze, evaluate, and consider 
the following factors: 

ø‘‘(i) In evaluating a project for purposes of 
making the finding required by paragraph 
(2)(A)(i), the Secretary shall analyze and 
consider the results of the alternatives anal-
ysis and preliminary engineering for the 
project. 

ø‘‘(ii) In evaluating a project for purposes 
of making the finding required by paragraph 
(2)(A)(ii), the Secretary shall—

ø‘‘(I) consider the direct and indirect costs 
of relevant alternatives; 

ø‘‘(II) consider factors such as congestion 
relief, improved mobility, air pollution, 
noise pollution, energy consumption, and all 
associated ancillary and mitigation costs 
necessary to carry out each alternative ana-
lyzed, and recognize reductions in local in-
frastructure costs achieved through compact 
land use development; 

ø‘‘(III) identify and consider public trans-
portation supportive existing land use poli-
cies and future patterns, and the cost of sub-
urban sprawl; 

ø‘‘(IV) consider the degree to which the 
project increases the mobility of the public 
transportation dependent population or pro-
motes economic development; 

ø‘‘(V) consider population density and cur-
rent transit ridership in the corridor; 
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ø‘‘(VI) consider the technical capability of 

the grant recipient to construct the project; 
ø‘‘(VII) adjust the project justification to 

reflect differences in local land, construc-
tion, and operating costs; and 

ø‘‘(VIII) consider other factors that the 
Secretary determines appropriate to carry 
out this chapter. 

ø‘‘(iii) In evaluating a project under para-
graph (2)(A)(iii), the Secretary shall require 
that—

ø‘‘(I) the proposed project plan provides for 
the availability of contingency amounts that 
the Secretary determines to be reasonable to 
cover unanticipated cost increases; 

ø‘‘(II) each proposed local source of capital 
and operating financing is stable, reliable, 
and available within the proposed project 
timetable; and 

ø‘‘(III) local resources are available to op-
erate the overall proposed public transpor-
tation system (including essential feeder bus 
and other services necessary to achieve the 
projected ridership levels) without requiring 
a reduction in existing public transportation 
services to operate the proposed project. 

ø‘‘(iv) In assessing the stability, reli-
ability, and availability of proposed sources 
of local financing under paragraph (2)(A)(iii), 
the Secretary shall consider—

ø‘‘(I) existing grant commitments; 
ø‘‘(II) the degree to which financing 

sources are dedicated to the purposes pro-
pose; 

ø‘‘(III) any debt obligation that exists or is 
proposed by the recipient for the proposed 
project or other public transportation pur-
pose; and 

ø‘‘(IV) the extent to which the project has 
a local financial commitment that exceeds 
the required non-Federal share of the cost of 
the project. 

ø‘‘(3) A proposed project may advance from 
alternatives analysis to preliminary engi-
neering, and may advance from preliminary 
engineering to final design and construction, 
only if the Secretary finds that the project 
meets the requirements of this section and 
there is a reasonable likelihood that the 
project will continue to meet such require-
ments. In making the findings, the Secretary 
shall evaluate and rate the project as ‘high,’ 
‘medium-high,’ ‘medium,’ ‘low-medium,’ or 
‘low,’ based on the results of alternatives 
analysis, the project justification criteria, 
and the degree of local financial commit-
ment, as required under this subsection. In 
rating the projects, the Secretary shall pro-
vide, in addition to the overall project rat-
ing, individual ratings for each of the cri-
teria established by regulation. 

ø‘‘(d) CRITERIA FOR MAJOR CAPITAL INVEST-
MENT GRANTS LESS THAN $75,000,000.—If the 
assistance provided under this section is less 
than $75,000,000, the project shall be subject 
to the requirements set forth in subsection 
(c) of this section only to the extent the Sec-
retary determines appropriate. 

ø‘‘(e) PREVIOUSLY ISSUED LETTER OF INTENT 
OR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT.—Sub-
sections (c) and (d) of this section do not 
apply to projects for which the Secretary has 
issued a letter of intent or entered into a full 
funding grant agreement before the date of 
enactment of the Federal Public Transpor-
tation Act of 2003. 

ø‘‘(f) LETTERS OF INTENT, FULL FUNDING 
GRANT AGREEMENTS, AND EARLY SYSTEMS 
WORK AGREEMENTS.—

ø‘‘(1)(A) The Secretary may issue a letter 
of intent to an applicant announcing an in-
tention to obligate, for a major capital 
project under this section, an amount from 
future available budget authority specified 
in law that is not more than the amount 
stipulated as the financial participation of 
the Secretary in the project. When a letter is 
issued for fixed guideway projects, the 

amount shall be sufficient to complete at 
least an operable segment. 

ø‘‘(B) At least 30 days before issuing a let-
ter under subparagraph (A) of this paragraph 
or entering into a full funding grant agree-
ment, the Secretary shall notify in writing 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs of the Senate and the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions of the proposed letter or agreement. 
The Secretary shall include with the notifi-
cation a copy of the proposed letter or agree-
ment as well as the evaluations and ratings 
for the project. 

ø‘‘(C) The issuance of a letter is deemed 
not to be an obligation under sections 1108(c) 
and (d), 1501, and 1502(a) of title 31, U.S.C., or 
an administrative commitment. 

ø‘‘(D) An obligation or administrative com-
mitment may be made only when amounts 
are appropriated. 

ø‘‘(2)(A) The Secretary may make a full 
funding grant agreement with an applicant. 
The agreement shall—

ø‘‘(i) establish the terms of participation 
by the United States Government in a 
project under this section; 

ø‘‘(ii) establish the maximum amount of 
Government financial assistance for the 
project; 

ø‘‘(iii) cover the period of time for com-
pleting the project, including a period ex-
tending beyond the period of an authoriza-
tion; and 

ø‘‘(iv) make timely and efficient manage-
ment of the project easier according to the 
law of the United States. 

ø‘‘(B) An agreement under this paragraph 
obligates an amount of available budget au-
thority specified in law and may include a 
commitment, contingent on amounts to be 
specified in law in advance for commitments 
under this paragraph, to obligate an addi-
tional amount from future available budget 
authority specified in law. The agreement 
shall state that the contingent commitment 
is not an obligation of the Government. In-
terest and other financing costs of effi-
ciently carrying out a part of the project 
within a reasonable time are a cost of car-
rying out the project under a full funding 
grant agreement, except that eligible costs 
may not be more than the cost of the most 
favorable financing terms reasonably avail-
able for the project at the time of borrowing. 
The applicant shall certify, in a way satis-
factory to the Secretary, that the applicant 
has shown reasonable diligence in seeking 
the most favorable financing terms. The 
amount stipulated in an agreement under 
this paragraph for a fixed guideway project 
shall be sufficient to complete at least an op-
erable segment. 

ø‘‘(3)(A) The Secretary may make an early 
systems work agreement with an applicant if 
a record of decision under the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.) has been issued on the project and 
the Secretary finds there is reason to be-
lieve—

ø‘‘(i) a full funding grant agreement for the 
project will be made; and 

ø‘‘(ii) the terms of the work agreement will 
promote ultimate completion of the project 
more rapidly and at less cost. 

ø‘‘(B) A work agreement under this para-
graph obligates an amount of available budg-
et authority specified in law and shall pro-
vide for reimbursement of preliminary costs 
of carrying out the project, including land 
acquisition, timely procurement of system 
elements for which specifications are de-
cided, and other activities the Secretary de-
cides are appropriate to make efficient, long-
term project management easier. A work 
agreement shall cover the period of time the 

Secretary considers appropriate. The period 
may extend beyond the period of current au-
thorization. Interest and other financing 
costs of efficiently carrying out the work 
agreement within a reasonable time are a 
cost of carrying out the agreement, except 
that eligible costs may not be more than the 
cost of the most favorable financing terms 
reasonably available for the project at the 
time of borrowing. The applicant shall cer-
tify, in a way satisfactory to the Secretary, 
that the applicant has shown reasonable dili-
gence in seeking the most favorable financ-
ing terms. If an applicant does not carry out 
the project for reasons within the control of 
the applicant, the applicant shall repay all 
Government payments made under the work 
agreement plus reasonable interest and pen-
alty charges the Secretary establishes in the 
agreement. 

ø‘‘(4)(A) The total estimated amount of fu-
ture obligations of the Government and con-
tingent commitments to incur obligations 
covered by all outstanding letters of intent, 
full funding grant agreements, and early sys-
tems work agreements may be not more 
than the greater of the amount authorized 
under section 5338(b) of this title for major 
capital investment projects or an amount 
equivalent to the last 3 fiscal years of fund-
ing authorized under section 5338(b)(3)(C) for 
major capital investment projects, less an 
amount the Secretary reasonably estimates 
is necessary for grants under this section not 
covered by a letter. The total amount cov-
ered by new letters and contingent commit-
ments included in full funding grant agree-
ments and early systems work agreements 
may be not more than a limitation specified 
in law. 

ø‘‘(B) Future obligations of the Govern-
ment and contingent commitments made 
against the contingent commitment author-
ity under section 3032(g)(2) of the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 
1991, Public Law 102–240, as amended, for the 
San Francisco BART to the Airport project 
for fiscal years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005 and 2006 
shall be charged against section 3032(g)(2) of 
that Act. 

ø‘‘(g) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF NET 
PROJECT COST.—

ø‘‘(1) Based on engineering studies, studies 
of economic feasibility, and information on 
the expected use of equipment or facilities, 
the Secretary shall estimate the net project 
cost. A grant for the project shall be for 50 
percent of the net capital project cost, unless 
the grant recipient requests a lower grant 
percentage. 

ø‘‘(2) The remainder— 
ø‘‘(A) shall be from an undistributed cash 

surplus, a replacement or depreciation cash 
fund or reserve, or new capital; and 

ø‘‘(B) may include up to 30 percent from 
amounts appropriated to or made available 
to a department or agency of the Federal 
Government that are eligible to be expended 
for transportation. 

ø‘‘(3) In addition to amounts allowed pur-
suant to paragraph (1) of this subsection, a 
planned extension to a fixed guideway sys-
tem may include the cost of rolling stock 
previously purchased if the applicant satis-
fies the Secretary that only amounts other 
than amounts of the Government were used 
and that the purchase was made for use on 
the extension. A refund or reduction of the 
remainder may be made only if a refund of a 
proportional amount of the grant of the Gov-
ernment is made at the same time. 

ø‘‘(4) The prohibitions on the use of funds 
for matching requirements under section 
403(a)(5)(C)(vii) of the Social Security Act 
shall not apply to amounts allowed pursuant 
to paragraph (2) of this subsection. 
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ø‘‘(5) This subsection does not apply to 

projects for which the Secretary of Transpor-
tation has issued a letter of intent or entered 
into a full funding grant agreement before 
the date of enactment of the Federal Public 
Transportation Act of 2003.

ø‘‘(h) FISCAL CAPACITY CONSIDERATIONS.—If 
the Secretary gives priority consideration to 
financing projects that include more than 
the non-Government share required under 
subsection (g) of this section, the Secretary 
may also give consideration to ‘high,’ ‘me-
dium-high,’ or ‘medium’ projects sponsored 
by grant applicants and State and local gov-
ernments of constrained fiscal capacity in 
selecting projects for full funding grant 
agreements. 

ø‘‘(i) PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING.—Not more 
than 8 percent of the amounts made avail-
able in each fiscal year to carry out this sec-
tion may be available for preliminary engi-
neering. 

ø‘‘(j) UNDERTAKING PROJECTS IN ADVANCE.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may pay the Govern-

ment’s share of the net capital project cost 
to a State or local governmental authority 
that carries out any part of a project de-
scribed in this section without the aid of 
amounts of the Government and according to 
all applicable procedures and requirements 
if—

ø‘‘(A) the State or local governmental au-
thority applies for the payment; 

ø‘‘(B) the Secretary approves the payment; 
and 

ø‘‘(C) before carrying out the part of the 
project, the Secretary approves the plans 
and specifications for the part in the same 
way as other projects under this section. 

ø‘‘(2) The cost of carrying out part of a 
project includes the amount of interest 
earned and payable on bonds issued by the 
State or local governmental authority to the 
extent proceeds of the bonds are expended in 
carrying out the part. However, the amount 
of interest under this paragraph may not be 
more than the most favorable interest terms 
reasonably available for the project at the 
time of borrowing. The applicant shall cer-
tify, in a manner satisfactory to the Sec-
retary, that the applicant has shown reason-
able diligence in seeking the most favorable 
financial terms. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary shall consider changes 
in capital project cost indices when deter-
mining the estimated cost under paragraph 
(2) of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(k) USE OF DEOBLIGATED AMOUNTS.—An 
amount available under this section that is 
deobligated may be used for any purpose 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(l) REPORTS.—
ø‘‘(1) Not later than the first Monday in 

February of each year, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate, as 
well as the Subcommittee on Transportation 
of the Committees on Appropriations of both 
Houses, a report that may include—

ø‘‘(A) an allocation of amounts to be avail-
able to finance grants for capital investment 
projects among applicants for these 
amounts; 

ø‘‘(B) an assessment of projects for funding 
based on the evaluations and ratings and on 
existing commitments and anticipated fund-
ing levels for the next 3 fiscal years; and 

ø‘‘(C) detailed ratings and evaluations on 
each project listed. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary shall submit a report 
to Congress on the first Monday in February, 
the first Monday in June, and the first Mon-
day in October each year that includes—

ø‘‘(A) a summary of the ratings of all ap-
plicant’s capital investment projects; 

ø‘‘(B) detailed ratings and evaluations on 
each applicant project with significant 

changes to the finance or project proposal or 
has completed alternatives or preliminary 
engineering since the date of the last report; 
and 

ø‘‘(C) all relevant information that support 
the evaluation and rating of each updated 
project, including a summary of each up-
dated project’s financial plan. 

ø‘‘(m) PROJECT DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘major capital investment project’ 
with respect to a new fixed guideway system 
or extension to an existing fixed guideway 
system, means a minimum operable segment 
of the project.’’. 
øSEC. 3013. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, DEM-

ONSTRATION, AND DEPLOYMENT 
PROJECTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5312 is amend-
ed—

ø(1) in subsection (a)—
ø(A) by striking ‘‘or contracts’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘, contracts, cooperative agreements, or 
other transactions’’; 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘help reduce urban trans-
portation needs,’’; 

ø(C) by striking ‘‘urban’’ each place it ap-
pears; and 

ø(D) by striking ‘‘and demonstration 
projects related’’ and inserting ‘‘, demonstra-
tion or deployment projects, or evaluation of 
technology of national significance’’; 

ø(2) by striking subsections (b) and (c); 
ø(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and 

(e) as (b) and (c), respectively. 
ø(4) in subsection (b)(2), as redesignated, by 

striking ‘‘other agreements’’ and inserting 
‘‘other transactions’’; 

ø(5) in subsection (b)(3), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘50’’ and inserting ‘‘80’’; 

ø(6) in subsection (b)(4), by adding the fol-
lowing sentence at the end: ‘‘The evaluation 
criteria shall include consideration of a 
share of consortium contributions to the 
overall research costs.’’; 

ø(7) in subsection (c)(2), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘and’’ and inserting ‘‘or’’ before 
‘‘private’’; and 

ø(8) in subsections (b)(5) and (c)(3), as re-
designated, by striking ‘‘within the Mass 
Transit Account of the Highway Trust 
Fund’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) Section 5312 is amended by striking 

the section heading and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
ø‘‘§ 5312. Research, development, demonstra-

tion, and deployment projects’’. 
ø(2) The item relating to section 5312 in the 

table of sections is amended to read as fol-
lows:
ø‘‘§ 5312. Research, development, demonstra-

tion, and deployment 
projects.’’.

øSEC. 3014. COOPERATIVE RESEARCH GRANT 
PROGRAM. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5313 is amend-
ed—

ø(1) in subsection (a) by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘(1)’’; 
ø(B) striking ‘‘paragraphs (1) and (2)(C)(ii) 

of section 5338(d) and inserting 
‘‘5338(a)(2)(F)(iii)(I) and (III)’’; and 

ø(C) striking ‘‘(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) Fed-
eral Assistance.—’’; 

ø(2) by striking subsection (b); and
ø(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (a) of’’. 
ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) Section 5313 is amended by striking 

the section heading and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
ø‘‘§ 5313. Cooperative research program’’. 

ø(2) The item relating to section 5313 in the 
table of sections is amended to read as fol-
lows:
ø‘‘5313. Cooperative research program.’’.

øSEC. 3015. NATIONAL RESEARCH PROGRAMS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5314 is amend-

ed—
ø(1) in the section heading, by striking 

‘‘planning and’’; 
ø(2) in subsection (a)(1), by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘subsections (d) and (h)(7) of 

section 5338’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
5338(a)(2)(F)’’; 

ø(B) striking ‘‘and contracts’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘, contracts, cooperative agreements, or 
other transactions’’; and 

ø(C) striking ‘‘5317,’’; 
ø(3) in the first sentence of subsection 

(a)(3), by striking all that follows ‘‘chapter’’; 
ø(4) by striking subsection (a)(4)(B); 
ø(5) by redesignating subsection (a)(4)(C) as 

subsection (a)(4)(B); and 
ø(6) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘or con-

tract’’ and all that follows in the first sen-
tence, and inserting ‘‘, contract, cooperative 
agreement, or other transaction under sub-
section (a) of this section or section 5312.’’

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The item 
relating to section 5314 in the table of sec-
tions is amended to read as follows:
ø‘‘5314. National research programs.’’.
øSEC. 3016. NATIONAL TRANSIT INSTITUTE. 

øSection 5315 is amended—
ø(1) in subsection (a)—
ø(A) by striking ‘‘public mass transpor-

tation’’ and inserting ‘‘public transpor-
tation’’ each place it appears; 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘mass’’ after ‘‘Govern-
ment-aid’’ and inserting ‘‘public’’; and 

ø(C) in paragraphs (1), (6), (7), and (10) by 
striking ‘‘mass’’ each place it appears before 
‘‘transportation’’ and inserting ‘‘public’’; 

ø(2) by striking subsection (b); 
ø(3) by redesignating subsections (c) and 

(d) as subsections (b) and (c), respectively; 
and 

ø(4) in subsection (c), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘mass’’ each place it appears. 
øSEC. 3017. BUS TESTING FACILITY. 

øSection 5318 is amended—
ø(1) by revising subsection (a) to read as 

follows: 
ø‘‘(a) FACILITY.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation shall maintain one facility for 
testing a new bus model for maintainability, 
reliability, safety, performance (including 
braking performance), structural integrity, 
fuel economy, emissions, and noise.’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘section 
5309(m)(1)(C)’’ and inserting section 
5338(a)(2)(I); and 

ø(3) by revising subsection (e) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(e) ACQUIRING NEW BUS MODELS.—
Amounts appropriated or made available 
under this chapter may be obligated or ex-
pended to acquire a new bus model only if a 
bus of that model has been tested at the fa-
cility maintained by the Secretary under 
subsection (a).’’. 
øSEC. 3018. BICYCLE FACILITIES. 

øSection 5319 is amended by striking 
‘‘5309(h),’’ and inserting ‘‘5309(g),’’. 
øSEC. 3019. SUSPENDED LIGHT RAIL TECH-

NOLOGY PILOT PROJECT. 
øSection 5320 is repealed. 

øSEC. 3020. GENERAL PROVISIONS ON ASSIST-
ANCE. 

øSection 5323 is amended—
ø(1) In paragraph (a)(1) by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘private mass transportation 

company’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘private company engaged in public 
transportation’’; 

ø(B) striking ‘‘mass transportation equip-
ment or a mass transportation facility’’ and 
inserting ‘‘a public transportation facility or 
equipment’’; and 

ø(C) striking ‘‘mass transportation com-
pany’’ and inserting ‘‘public transportation 
company’’; 
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ø(2) in subsection (a)(1)(B), by striking 

‘‘private mass transportation companies’’ 
and inserting ‘‘private companies engaged in 
public transportation’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (b)—
ø(A) in paragraph (1)—
ø(i) by striking ‘‘or loan’’; and 
ø(ii) by striking ‘‘a certificate of the appli-

cant’’ and inserting ‘‘in the environmental 
record for the project evidence’’; and 

ø(B) in subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘a public hearing with adequate 
prior notice’’ and inserting ‘‘public review 
and comment on the project’’

ø(C) by amending subparagraph (B) of para-
graph (1) to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(B) held a public hearing on the project 
if it affects significant economic, social, or 
environmental interests;’’; 

ø(4) in paragraph (2), by striking the last 
sentence; 

ø(5) by revising subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(c) NEW TECHNOLOGY.—A grant for finan-
cial assistance under this chapter for new 
technology, including innovative or im-
proved products, techniques, or methods is 
subject to the requirements of section 5309 of 
this title to the extent the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.’’; 

ø(6) in subsection (d)—
ø(A) by revising paragraph (2) to read as 

follows: 
ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may waive paragraph 

(1) of this subsection if the Secretary finds 
that the provision of intercity charter bus 
transportation service by the applicant, gov-
ernmental authority, or publicly owned oper-
ator is necessary to meet the transportation 
needs of the elderly and individuals with dis-
abilities.’’; and

ø(B) by adding at the end the following 
paragraph: 

ø‘‘(3) On receiving a complaint about a vio-
lation of the agreement required under para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall investigate and 
decide whether a violation has occurred. If 
the Secretary decides that a violation has 
occurred, the Secretary shall correct the vio-
lation under terms of the agreement. In addi-
tion to any remedy specified in the agree-
ment, the Secretary shall bar a recipient or 
an operator from receiving Federal transit 
assistance in an amount the Secretary deems 
appropriate.’’; 

ø(7) by striking subsection (e); 
ø(8) by redesignating subsection (f) as (e); 
ø(9) in subsection (e), as redesignated—
ø(A) by revising paragraph (2) to read as 

follows: 
ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may waive paragraph 

(1) of this subsection if the Secretary finds 
that the provision of schoolbus transpor-
tation by the applicant, governmental au-
thority, or publicly owned operator is nec-
essary to meet the transportation needs of 
students with disabilities.’’; and 

ø(B) by adding at the end the following 
paragraph: 

ø‘‘(3) If the Secretary finds that an appli-
cant, governmental authority, or publicly 
owned operator has violated the agreement 
required under paragraph (1) of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall bar a recipient 
or an operator from receiving Federal transit 
assistance in an amount the Secretary deems 
appropriate.’’; 

ø(10) by revising subsection (f) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(f) BOND PROCEEDS ELIGIBLE FOR LOCAL 
SHARE.—

ø‘‘(1) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, a recipient of assistance under sec-
tions 5307 or 5309 of this chapter, may use the 
proceeds from the issuance of revenue bonds 
as part of the local matching funds for a cap-
ital project. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may reimburse an eli-
gible recipient for deposits of bond proceeds 
in a debt service reserve that recipient es-
tablished pursuant to section 5302(a)(1a)(K) 
of this title from amounts made available to 
the recipient under sections 5307 or 5309 of 
this title.’’; 

ø(11) in subsection (g), by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘(f)’’ and inserting ‘‘(e)’’; 
ø(B) striking ‘‘103(e)(4) and’’ in the first 

and second sentence and inserting ‘‘133’’; and 
ø(C) striking (f)(1)(C) and inserting 

‘‘(e)(1)(C)’’; 
ø(12) by revising subsection (h) to read as 

follows: 
ø‘‘(h) TRANSFER OF LANDS OR INTERESTS IN 

LANDS OWNED BY THE UNITED STATES.—
ø‘‘(1) If the Secretary determines that any 

part of the lands or interests in lands owned 
by the United States and made available as 
a result of a military base closure is nec-
essary for transit purposes eligible under 
this chapter, including corridor preservation, 
the Secretary shall file with the Secretary of 
the Department supervising the administra-
tion of such lands or interests in lands a map 
showing the portion of such lands or inter-
ests in lands which is desired to be trans-
ferred for public transportation purposes. 

ø‘‘(2) If within four months after such fil-
ing, the Secretary of such Department shall 
not have certified to the Secretary that the 
proposed appropriation of such land is con-
trary to the public interest or inconsistent 
with the purposes for which such land has 
been reserved, or shall have agreed to the ap-
propriation and transfer under conditions 
which the Secretary of such Department 
deems necessary for the adequate protection 
and utilization of the reserve, then such land 
and materials may be appropriated and 
transferred to a State, or local government, 
or public transportation operator for such 
purposes and subject to the conditions so 
specified. 

ø‘‘(3) If at any time such lands are no 
longer needed for public transportation pur-
poses, notice shall be given by the State, or 
local government, or public transportation 
operator that received the land, to the Sec-
retary, and such lands shall immediately re-
vert to the control of the Secretary of the 
Department from which the land was origi-
nally transferred.’’; 

ø(13) in subsection (j)—
ø(A) by revising paragraph (1) to read as 

follows: 
ø‘‘(1)(A) The Secretary may obligate an 

amount that may be appropriated to carry 
out this chapter for a project only if the 
steel, iron, rolling stock, and components 
and subcomponents of the rolling stock used 
in the project are produced in the United 
States. 

ø‘‘(B) When procuring rolling stock (in-
cluding train control, communication, and 
traction power equipment) under this chap-
ter—

ø‘‘(i) the cost of components and sub-
components produced in the United States 
shall be more than 60 percent of the cost of 
all components of the rolling stock; and 

ø‘‘(ii) final assembly of the rolling stock 
shall occur in the United States. 

ø‘‘(C) In this subsection, labor costs in-
volved in final assembly are not included in 
calculating the cost of components.’’; 

ø(B) in paragraph (2)(B)—
ø(i) by striking ‘‘and goods’’ and inserting 

‘‘rolling stock, and the components and sub-
components of rolling stock’’; and 

ø(ii) by adding ‘‘or’’ at the end; 
ø(C) by striking paragraph (2)(C); 
ø(D) by redesignating paragraph (2)(D) as 

paragraph (2)(C); 
ø(E) by striking paragraph (3) and redesig-

nating paragraphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) as para-
graphs (3), (4), (5), and (6), respectively; 

ø(F) in paragraph (4), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act of 1991 (Public Law 102–240, 105 
Stat. 1914’’ and inserting ‘‘Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003’’; 

ø(14) by revising subsection (l) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(l) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—Sec-
tion 1001 of title 18, U.S.C., applies to a cer-
tificate, submission, or statement provided 
under this chapter. The Secretary may ter-
minate financial assistance under this chap-
ter and seek reimbursement directly, or by 
offsetting amounts, available under this 
chapter, when a false or fraudulent state-
ment or related act within the meaning of 
section 1001 is made in connection with a 
Federal transit program.’’; 

ø(15) in subsection (m), by inserting at the 
end the following: ‘‘Requirements to perform 
preaward and postdelivery reviews of rolling 
stock purchases to ensure compliance with 
subsection (j) of this section do not apply to 
private nonprofit organizations or to grant-
ees serving areas with fewer than one million 
people.’’; 

ø(16) in subsection (o) by striking ‘‘the 
Transportation Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act of 1998’’ and inserting ‘‘23 
U.S.C. 188’’.
øSEC. 3021. SPECIAL PROVISIONS FOR CAPITAL 

PROJECTS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5324 is amended 

to read as follows: 
ø§ 5324. Special provisions for capital projects 

ø‘‘(a) REAL PROPERTY AND RELOCATION 
SERVICES.—Whenever real property is ac-
quired and furnished as a required contribu-
tion incident to a project, the Secretary may 
not approve the application for financial as-
sistance unless the applicant has made all 
payments and provided all assistance and as-
surances as are required of a State agency 
under Sections 210 and 305 of the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Ac-
quisition Policies Act, as amended (Uniform 
Act). The Secretary must be advised of spe-
cific references to any State law that are be-
lieved to be an exception to Sections 301 or 
302 of the Uniform Act. 

ø‘‘(b) ADVANCE REAL PROPERTY ACQUISI-
TIONS.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may participate in the 
acquisition of real property prior to comple-
tion of the environmental reviews for any 
project that may use the property if the Sec-
retary determines that external market 
forces are jeopardizing the potential use of 
the property for the project, given any of the 
following conditions—

ø‘‘(A) there are offers on the open real es-
tate market to convey that property for a 
use or uses incompatible with the project 
under study; 

ø‘‘(B) there is an imminent threat of devel-
opment or redevelopment of the property for 
use or uses incompatible with the project 
under study; 

ø‘‘(C) recent appraisals reflect a rapid in-
crease in the fair market value of the prop-
erty; 

ø‘‘(D) the property, because it is located 
near an existing transportation facility, is 
likely to be developed, but also likely to be 
needed for a future transportation improve-
ment; or 

ø‘‘(E) the property owner can demonstrate 
that, for health, safety, or financial reasons, 
retaining ownership of the property poses an 
undue hardship on the owner in comparison 
to other affected property owners and re-
quests the acquisition to alleviate that hard-
ship. 

ø‘‘(2) Property acquired in accordance with 
this subsection may not be developed in an-
ticipation of the project until the Secretary 
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has complied with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act and the applicable provi-
sions of the Department of Transportation 
Act for protection of publicly owned park 
lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and 
historic sites. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary shall limit the size and 
number of properties acquired in accordance 
with this subsection as necessary to avoid 
any prejudice to the Secretary’s objective 
evaluation of project alternatives. 

ø‘‘(4) An acquisition undertaken pursuant 
to this section shall be considered to be an 
exempt project under section 176 of the Clear 
Air Act and its implementing regulations. 

ø‘‘(c) RAILROAD CORRIDOR PRESERVATION.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may assist an appli-

cant in the acquisition of a pre-existing rail-
road right-of-way prior to completion of the 
environmental reviews for any project that 
may use the right-of-way if the acquisition is 
otherwise permitted under Federal law; fur-
thermore, the Secretary may establish re-
strictions on such an acquisition as the Sec-
retary deems necessary and appropriate. 

ø‘‘(2) Railroad right-of-way acquired in ac-
cordance with this subsection may not be de-
veloped in anticipation of the project until 
the Secretary has complied with the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act and the ap-
plicable provisions of the Department of 
Transportation Act for protection of publicly 
owned park lands, wildlife and waterfowl ref-
uges, and historic sites. 

ø‘‘(d) CONSIDERATION OF ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL INTERESTS.—

ø‘‘(1) In carrying out section 5301(e) of this 
chapter, the Secretary shall cooperate and 
consult with the Secretaries of the Interior, 
Housing and Urban Development, and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency on each project that may have 
a substantial impact on the environment. 

ø‘‘(2) In performing environmental reviews, 
the Secretary shall consider the public com-
ments on a project submitted under section 
5323(b) of this title and ensure that an ade-
quate opportunity to present views was 
given to all parties having a significant eco-
nomic, social, or environmental interest in 
the project, and that the project application 
includes a record of—

ø‘‘(A) the environmental impact of the pro-
posal; 

ø‘‘(B) adverse environmental effects that 
cannot be avoided; 

ø‘‘(C) alternatives to the proposal; and 
ø‘‘(D) irreversible and irretrievable im-

pacts on the environment. 
ø‘‘(3)(A) The Secretary may approve an ap-

plication for financial assistance for a cap-
ital project in accordance with this chapter 
only if the Secretary makes written findings, 
after reviewing the environmental record in-
cluded with the project application, that—

ø‘‘(i) an adequate opportunity to present 
views was given to all parties having a sig-
nificant economic, social, or environmental 
interest; 

ø‘‘(ii) the preservation and enhancement of 
the environment and the interest of the com-
munity in which the project is located were 
considered; and 

ø‘‘(iii) no adverse environmental effect is 
likely to result from the project, or no fea-
sible and prudent alternative to the effect 
exists and all reasonable steps have been 
taken to minimize the effect. 

ø‘‘(B) The Secretary’s findings under sub-
paragraph (A) of this paragraph shall be 
made a matter of public record.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 
relating to section 5324 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:

ø‘‘5324. Special provisions for capital 
projects.’’.

øSEC. 3022. CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5325 is amend-
ed—

ø(1) by revising subsection (a) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(a) COMPETITION.—Recipients of Federal 
assistance under this chapter shall conduct 
all procurement transactions in a manner 
providing full and open competition as deter-
mined by the Secretary.’’; 

ø(2) by revising subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(b) ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, AND 
DESIGN CONTRACTS.—A contract or require-
ment for program management, architec-
tural engineering, construction manage-
ment, a feasibility study, and preliminary 
engineering, design, architectural, engineer-
ing, surveying, mapping, or related services 
for a project for which Federal assistance is 
provided under this chapter shall be awarded 
in the same way as a contract for architec-
tural and engineering services is negotiated 
under chapter 11 of title 40, U.S.C., or an 
equivalent qualifications-based requirement 
of a State. This subsection does not apply to 
the extent a State has adopted or adopts by 
law a formal procedure for procuring those 
services. When awarding such contracts, re-
cipients of assistance under this chapter 
shall maximize efficiencies of administration 
by accepting non-disputed audits conducted 
by other governmental agencies as follows: 

ø‘‘(1) Any contract or subcontract awarded 
under this chapter shall be performed and 
audited in compliance with cost principles 
contained in the Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion, part 31 of title 48, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations. 

ø‘‘(2) Instead of performing its own audits, 
a recipient of funds under a contract or sub-
contract awarded under this chapter shall 
accept indirect cost rates established in ac-
cordance with the Federal Acquisition Regu-
lations for one-year applicable accounting 
periods by a cognizant Federal or State gov-
ernment agency, if such rates are not cur-
rently under dispute. 

ø‘‘(3) Once a firm’s indirect cost rates are 
accepted under this paragraph, the recipient 
of the funds shall apply such rates for the 
purposes of contract estimation, negotiation, 
administration, reporting, and contract pay-
ment, and shall not be limited by adminis-
trative or de facto ceilings. 

ø‘‘(4) A recipient of funds requesting or 
using the cost and rate data described in 
paragraph (3) shall notify any affected firm 
before such request or use. Such data shall 
be confidential and shall not be accessible or 
provided, in whole or in part by the group of 
agencies sharing cost data under this para-
graph, except by written permission of the 
audited firm. If prohibited by law, such cost 
and rate data shall not be disclosed under 
any circumstances.’’; 

ø(3) by inserting new subsections (d) 
through (h), after subsection (c), to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(d) DESIGN-BUILD SYSTEM PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(1) ‘design-build system project’ means a 

project under which a recipient enters into a 
contract with a seller, firm, or consortium of 
firms to design and build a public transpor-
tation system or an operable segment there-
of that meets specific performance criteria. 
Such project may also include an option to 
finance, or operate for a period of time, the 
system or segment or any combination of de-
signing, building, operating, or maintaining 
such system or segment. 

ø‘‘(2) Government financial assistance 
under this chapter may be made available 
for the capital costs of a design-build system 
project after the recipient complies with 
Government requirements. 

ø‘‘(e) MULTIYEAR ROLLING STOCK.—

ø‘‘(1) A recipient procuring rolling stock 
with Government financial assistance under 
this chapter may make a multiyear con-
tract, including options, to buy not more 
than 5 years of requirements for rolling 
stock and replacement parts. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary shall allow a recipient 
to act on a cooperative basis to procure roll-
ing stock in compliance with this subsection 
and other Government procurement require-
ments. 

ø‘‘(f) ACQUIRING ROLLING STOCK.—A recipi-
ent of financial assistance under this chapter 
may enter into a contract to expend that as-
sistance to acquire rolling stock— 

ø‘‘(1) based on— 
ø‘‘(A) initial capital costs; or 
ø‘‘(B) performance, standardization, life 

cycle costs, and other factors; or 
ø‘‘(2) with a party selected through a com-

petitive procurement process. 
ø‘‘(g) EXAMINATION OF THE RECORDS.—Upon 

request, the Secretary and the Comptroller 
General, or any of their representatives, 
shall have access to and the right to examine 
and inspect all records, documents, papers, 
including contracts, related to a projects for 
which a grant is made under this chapter. 

ø‘‘(h) GRANT PROHIBITIONS.—-A grant may 
not be used to support a procurement that 
uses an exclusionary or discriminatory speci-
fication.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Chapter 53 
of title 49, United States Code, is amended 
by—

ø(1) repealing section 5326; and 
ø(2) striking ‘‘5326. Special Procurements.’’ 

in the table of sections for chapter 53. 
øSEC. 3023. HUMAN RESOURCE PROGRAMS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5322 is amend-
ed—

ø(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ be-
fore the beginning of the first sentence of the 
section; and 

ø(2) by adding the following at the end: 
ø‘‘(b) GRANTS TO HIGHER LEARNING INSTITU-

TIONS.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary (or the Secretary of 

Housing and Urban Development when re-
quired by section 5334(i) of this title) may 
make grants to nonprofit institutions of 
higher learning—

ø‘‘(A) to conduct competent research and 
investigations into the theoretical or prac-
tical problems of urban transportation; and 

ø‘‘(B) to train individuals to conduct fur-
ther research or obtain employment in an or-
ganization that plans, builds, operates, or 
manages an urban transportation system. 

ø‘‘(2) Research and investigations under 
this subsection include—

ø‘‘(A) the design and use of urban public 
transportation systems and urban roads and 
highways; 

ø‘‘(B) the interrelationship between var-
ious modes of urban and interurban trans-
portation; 

ø‘‘(C) the role of transportation planning 
in overall urban planning; 

ø‘‘(D) public preferences in transportation; 
ø‘‘(E) the economic allocation of transpor-

tation resources; and 
ø‘‘(F) the legal, financial, engineering, and 

esthetic aspects of urban transportation.
ø‘‘(3) When making a grant under this sub-

section, the Secretary shall give preference 
to an institution that brings together knowl-
edge and expertise in the various social 
science and technical disciplines related to 
urban transportation problems. 

ø‘‘(c) FELLOWSHIPS.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may make grants to 

States, local governmental authorities, and 
operators of public transportation systems 
to provide fellowships to train personnel em-
ployed in managerial, technical, and profes-
sional positions in the mass transportation 
field. 
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ø‘‘(2) A fellowship under this subsection 

may be for not more than one year of train-
ing in an institution that offers a program 
applicable to the public transportation in-
dustry. The recipient of the grant shall se-
lect an individual on the basis of dem-
onstrated ability and for the contribution 
the individual reasonably can be expected to 
make to an efficient public transportation 
operation. A grant for a fellowship may not 
be more than the lesser of $65,000 or 75 per-
cent of—

ø‘‘(A) tuition and other charges to the fel-
lowship recipient; 

ø‘‘(B) additional costs incurred by the 
training institution and billed to the grant 
recipient; and 

ø‘‘(C) the regular salary of the fellowship 
recipient for the period of the fellowship to 
the extent the salary is actually paid or re-
imbursed by the grant recipient. 

ø‘‘(d) OTHER GRANTS.—The Secretary may 
make grants to State and local govern-
mental authorities for projects that will use 
innovative techniques and methods in man-
aging and providing public transportation.’’. 
øSEC. 3024. PROJECT MANAGEMENT OVERSIGHT 

AND REVIEW. 
ø(a) PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN REQUIRE-

MENTS.—Section 5327(a) is amended—
ø(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-

graph 11; 
ø(2) in paragraph 12, by striking the ‘‘.’’ 

and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
ø(3) by adding after paragraph (12) the fol-

lowing: 
ø‘‘(13) safety and security management.’’. 
ø(b) LIMITATIONS ON USE OF AVAILABLE 

AMOUNTS.—Section 5327(c) is amended—
ø(1) in paragraph (1)—
ø(A) by striking ‘‘.5’’ and inserting ‘‘1’’; 
ø(B) by striking ‘‘5307, 5309, or 5311 of this 

title, an interstate transfer mass transpor-
tation project under section 103(e)(4) of title 
23 as in effect on September 30, 1991,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘5307–5311, 5316, or 5317 of this title,’’; 

ø(C) by striking ‘‘to make a contract’’; 
ø(D) by striking ‘‘a major project’’ and in-

serting ‘‘major projects’’; and 
ø(E) by striking ‘‘section 5307, 5309, 5311, or 

103(e)(4)’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 5307–5311, 
5316, 5317,’’; 

ø(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and se-
curity’’ after ‘‘safety’’; and 

ø(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as (4) 
and inserting a new paragraph (3), as follows: 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary shall deduct a sum in 
an amount that the Secretary determines 
necessary to administer this section from 
the amounts made available under paragraph 
(1) of this subsection. These funds shall be in 
addition to any other funds made available 
for these purposes, and shall remain avail-
able until expended.’’. 
øSEC. 3025. PROJECT REVIEW. 

øSection 5328 is repealed. 
øSEC. 3026. INVESTIGATIONS OF SAFETY AND SE-

CURITY RISK. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5329 is amended 

to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 5329. Investigation of safety and security 

risks 
ø‘‘The Secretary may conduct investiga-

tions into safety and security risks associ-
ated with a condition in equipment, a facil-
ity, or an operation financed under this 
chapter to establish the nature and extent of 
the condition and how to eliminate, miti-
gate, or correct it. If the Secretary estab-
lishes that a safety or security risk warrants 
further protective measures, the Secretary 
shall require the local governmental author-
ity receiving amounts under this chapter to 
submit a plan for eliminating, mitigating, or 
correcting it. Any such plan relating to secu-
rity risks shall be developed in consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Security. 

Financial assistance under this chapter, in 
an amount to be determined by the Sec-
retary, may be withheld until a plan is ap-
proved and carried out.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 
relating to section 5329 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:

ø‘‘5329. Investigation of safety and security 
risks.’’.

øSEC. 3027. STATE SAFETY OVERSIGHT. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5330 is amend-
ed—

ø(1) by striking the heading ‘‘Withholding 
Amounts for Noncompliance with Safety Re-
quirements’’ and inserting ‘‘State Safety 
Oversight’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (a), by striking the text 
and inserting the following ‘‘This section ap-
plies only to—

ø‘‘(1) States that have rail fixed guideway 
public transportation systems not subject to 
regulation by the Federal Railroad Adminis-
tration; and 

ø‘‘(2) States that are designing rail fixed 
guideway public transportation systems that 
will not be subjected to regulation by the 
Federal Railroad Administration.’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (d) by inserting ‘‘shall 
ensure uniform safety standards and enforce-
ment and’’ after ‘‘affected States’’; and 

ø(4) by striking subsection (f). 
ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 

relating to section 5330 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:

ø‘‘5330. State safety oversight.’’.
øSEC. 3028. SENSITIVE SECURITY INFORMATION. 

øSection 40119(b) is amended—
ø(1) in paragraph (1)(C) by striking ‘‘trans-

portation safety’’ and inserting ‘‘the safety 
of transportation facilities or infrastructure, 
or transportation employees’’; and 

ø(2) by adding at the end a new paragraph 
(3), to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(3) A State or local government may not 
enact, enforce, prescribe, issue, or continue 
in effect any law, regulation, standard, or 
order to the extent it is inconsistent with 
this section or regulations prescribed under 
this section.’’. 
øSEC. 3029. TERRORIST ATTACKS AND OTHER 

ACTS OF VIOLENCE AGAINST PUB-
LIC TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1993 of title 18, 
U.S.C., is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘mass’’ in each place it ap-
pears before ‘‘transportation’’ and inserting 
‘‘public’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (a)(5), by inserting ‘‘con-
trolling,’’ after ‘‘operating’’; and 

ø(3) in subsection (c)(5), by striking 
‘‘5302(a)(7)’’ and inserting ‘‘5302(a)’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 
related to section 1993 in the table of con-
tents for chapter 97 of title 18, U.S.C. is 
amended to read as follows:

ø‘‘1993. Terrorist attacks and other acts of 
violence against public trans-
portation systems.’’.

øSEC. 3030. CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES AND AL-
COHOL MISUSE TESTING. 

ø(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 5331(a)(3) is 
amended by inserting after ‘‘title’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, or sections 2303a, 7101(i), 7302(e) of 
title 46, United States Code. The Secretary 
may also decide that a form of public trans-
portation is covered adequately, for em-
ployee alcohol and controlled substances 
testing purposes, under the alcohol and con-
trolled substance statutes or regulations of 
an agency within the Department of Trans-
portation or other Federal agency.’’. 

ø(b) REGULATIONS.—Section 5331(f) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3). 

øSEC. 3031. EMPLOYEE PROTECTIVE ARRANGE-
MENTS. 

øSection 5333(b)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘5318(d), 5323(a)(1), (b), (d), and (e), 5328, 5337, 
and 5338(b)’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘5316–5318, 5323(a)(1), (b), and (c), 5337, 
and 5338(b)(3)(C)’’. 
øSEC. 3032. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES. 

øSection 5334 is amended—
ø(1) in subsection (a), 
ø(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-

graph (9); 
ø(B) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (10) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
ø(C) by inserting after paragraph (10) the 

following: 
ø‘‘(11) issue regulations as necessary to 

carry out the purposes of this chapter.’’; 
ø(2) by redesignating subsections (b), (c), 

(d), (e), (f), (g), (h), (i), and (j) as subsections 
(c), (d), (e), (f), (g), (h), (i), (j), and (k); 

ø(3) by adding a new subsection (b) after 
subsection (a), to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) PROHIBITIONS AGAINST REGULATING 
OPERATIONS AND CHARGES.—Except as di-
rected by the President for purposes of na-
tional defense or in the event of a national 
or regional emergency, the Secretary may 
not regulate the operation, routes, or sched-
ules of a public transportation system for 
which a grant is made under this chapter, 
nor may the Secretary regulate the rates, 
fares, tolls, rentals, or other charges pre-
scribed by any public or private transpor-
tation provider; provided, however, that 
nothing in this subsection shall prevent the 
Secretary from requiring a recipient of funds 
under this chapter to comply with the terms 
and conditions of its Federal assistance 
agreement.’’; and 

ø(4) in subsection (j)(1), as redesignated, 
ø(A) by striking ‘‘carry’’ and inserting ‘‘ad-

vise and assist the Secretary in carrying’’; 
and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘and (b)(1)’’ and insert 
‘‘5322(b)(1)’’. 
øSEC. 3033. REPORTS AND AUDITS. 

øSection 5335 is amended—
ø(1) in subsection (a), by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘(1)’’; and 
ø(B) striking ‘‘(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) RE-

PORTING AND UNIFORM SYSTEMS.—’’; and 
ø(2) by striking subsection (b). 

øSEC. 3034. APPORTIONMENTS OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS FOR FORMULA GRANTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5336 is amended 
by—

ø(1) striking subsection (d); 
ø(2) striking subsection (k); 
ø(3) redesignating subsections (a) through 

(c) as subsections (b) through (d), respec-
tively; and 

ø(4) adding a new subsection (a) as follows: 
ø‘‘(a) APPORTIONMENT OF ALLOCATIONS.—Of 

the amounts allocated under section 
5338(a)(2)(P) of this title—

ø‘‘(1) the following percentages shall be ap-
portioned to each urbanized area in accord-
ance with subsection (k) of this section: 

ø‘‘(A) One percent in fiscal year 2004. 
ø‘‘(B) Three percent in fiscal year 2005. 
ø‘‘(C) Five percent in fiscal year 2006. 
ø‘‘(D) Seven percent in fiscal year 2007. 
ø‘‘(E) Nine percent in fiscal year 2008. 
ø‘‘(F) Ten percent in every fiscal year 

thereafter. 
ø‘‘(2) the remaining portion shall be appor-

tioned to each urbanized area in accordance 
with subsections (b) through (d) of this sec-
tion.’’. 

ø(b) BASED ON URBANIZED AREA POPU-
LATION.—Subsection (b), as redesignated, is 
amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘Of the amount made 
available or appropriated under section 
5338(a) of this title’’ and inserting ‘‘Of the 
amount to be apportioned under subsection 
(a)(2) of this section’’; and 
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ø(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sub-

sections (b) and (c)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
sections (c) and (d)’’. 

ø(c) BASED ON FIXED GUIDEWAY REVENUE 
VEHICLE-MILES, ROUTE-MILES, AND PAS-
SENGER-MILES.—Subsection (c)(2), as redesig-
nated, is amended by striking ‘‘subsection 
(a)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’. 

ø(d) BASED ON BUS REVENUE VEHICLE-MILES 
AND PASSENGER-MILES.—Subsection (d), as 
redesignated, is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(b)(2)’’. 

ø(e) DATE OF APPORTIONMENT.—Subsection 
(e)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘subsections (a) 
and (h)(2) of section 5338’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 5338(a)(2)(P)’’.

ø(f) TRANSFERS OF APPORTIONMENTS.—Sub-
section (g) is amended by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(b)(1)’’ each time it appears. 

ø(g) APPORTIONMENT BASED ON INCENTIVE 
FACTORS.—Section 5336 is amended by adding 
a new subsection (k) as follows: 

ø‘‘(k) APPORTIONMENT BASED ON INCENTIVE 
FACTORS.— 

ø‘‘(1) Of the amounts apportioned under 
subsection (a)(1) of this section, the Sec-
retary may use the following amounts to 
make grants to establish data collection sys-
tems capable of collecting the data in para-
graph (3) of this subsection: 

ø‘‘(A) $25,000,000 in fiscal year 2004. 
ø‘‘(B) $15,000,000 in fiscal year 2005. 
ø‘‘(C) $5,000,000 in fiscal year 2006. 
ø‘‘(2) Amounts under paragraph (1) of this 

subsection not obligated within three years 
following the end of the fiscal year in which 
those amounts became available shall be 
available for apportionment under paragraph 
(3) of this subsection. 

ø‘‘(3) The remaining amounts to be appor-
tioned under subsection (a)(1) of this section 
shall be apportioned by a formula deter-
mined by the Secretary that distributes 
funds based on increases in public transpor-
tation patronage. 

ø‘‘(4) In apportioning funds under this sub-
section, the Secretary may consider the effi-
ciency of service provision in the urbanized 
area. 

ø‘‘(5) The Secretary shall not apportion 
any amounts under this subsection to an ur-
banized area that experiences a significant 
decline, as determined by the Secretary, in 
public transportation patronage by elderly 
individuals, individuals with disabilities, or 
low income persons.’’. 
øSEC. 3035. APPORTIONMENTS BASED ON FIXED 

GUIDEWAY FACTORS. 
ø(a) SECTION HEADING.—Section 5337 is 

amended by striking the section heading and 
inserting the following: 
ø‘‘§ 5337. Apportionment based on fixed 

guideway factors’’. 
ø(b) DISTRIBUTION.—The text of subsection 

5337(a) before the first colon is amended to 
read as follows: ‘‘Amounts made available 
under section 5338(a)(2)(N) of this title are 
apportioned as follows:’’. 

ø(c) IN GENERAL.—Section 5337 is amended 
by—

ø(1) striking ‘‘section 5336(b)(2)(A)’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘section 
5336(c)(2)(A)’’; 

ø(2) striking subsection (e); and 
ø(3) redesignating subsection (f) as sub-

section (e). 
ø(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item 

relating to section 5337 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 53 is amended to read as 
follows:
ø‘‘5337. Apportionment based on fixed guide-

way factors.’’.
øSEC. 3036. AUTHORIZATIONS. 

øThe text of section 5338 is amended to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) FORMULA GRANTS AND RESEARCH.—
ø‘‘(1) There shall be available from the 

Mass Transit Account of the Highway Trust 
Fund to carry out sections 5305, 5307, 5308, 
5310–5318, 5322, 5335, 5505, and 5570–5575 of this 
title, and section 3038 of Public Law 105–178—

ø‘‘(A) $5,615,406,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(B) $5,727,714,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø‘‘(C) $5,846,851,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø‘‘(D) $5,978,405,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø‘‘(E) $6,126,071,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø‘‘(F) $6,274,935,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø‘‘(2) Of the aggregate of amounts made 

available under this subsection for a fiscal 
year, 

ø‘‘(A) 1.25 percent shall be available to 
carry out section 5305 in the fiscal year 2004; 

ø‘‘(B) 2 percent shall be available to carry 
out section 5305 in fiscal years 2005 through 
2009; 

ø‘‘(C) the following amounts shall be avail-
able to carry out section 5335—

ø‘‘(i) $3,500,000 in fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(ii) $3,700,000 in fiscal year 2005; 
ø‘‘(iii) $3,900,000 in fiscal year 2006; 
ø‘‘(iv) $4,100,000 in fiscal year 2007; 
ø‘‘(v) $4,300,000 in fiscal year 2008; and 
ø‘‘(vi) $4,500,000 in fiscal year 2009; 
ø‘‘(D) $4,849,950 shall be available for grants 

to the Alaska Railroad for improvements to 
its passenger operations in lieu of receiving 
an apportionment under section 5336 of this 
title; 

ø‘‘(E) $6,950,000 shall be available to carry 
out section 3038 of the Transportation Eq-
uity Act for the 21st Century, as amended; 

ø‘‘(F) the following amounts shall be avail-
able to carry out transit cooperative re-
search programs under section 5313, the Na-
tional Transit Institute under section 5315, 
and national research programs under sec-
tions 5312, 5313, 5314, and 5322: 

ø‘‘(i) $43,750,000 in fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(ii) 0.779 percent in fiscal years 2005 

through 2009; and 
ø‘‘(iii) Of the amount made available by 

this paragraph: 
ø‘‘(I) 18.85 percent shall be available for 

carrying out transit cooperative research 
programs under section 5313; 

ø‘‘(II) 9.14 percent shall be available to 
carry out programs under the National Tran-
sit Institute under section 5315, including 
not more than $1,000,000 shall be available to 
carry out section 5315(a)(16); and ––––––

ø‘‘(III) the remainder shall be available for 
carrying out national research programs 
under sections 5312, 5313, 5314, and 5322; 

ø‘‘(G) $30,000,000 shall be available to carry 
out section 5316 for each fiscal year 2005 
through 2009, based on need and supported by 
transportation financial feasibility studies 
and planning analyses; 

ø‘‘(H) the following amounts shall be avail-
able for the New Freedom program under 
section 5317 of this title: 

ø‘‘(i) $145,000,000 in fiscal year 2004; and 
ø‘‘(ii) 2.582 percent in fiscal years 2005 

through 2009; 
ø‘‘(I) the following amounts shall be avail-

able to carry out section 5318:
ø‘‘(i) $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2004; and 
ø‘‘(ii) 0.061 percent in fiscal years 2005 

through 2009; 
ø‘‘(J) $6,000,000 shall be available to carry 

out section 5505 of this title; 
ø‘‘(K) 6.4 percent shall be available to pro-

vide financial assistance for other than ur-
banized areas under section 5311; 

ø‘‘(L) 1.55 percent shall be available to pro-
vide financial assistance for services for el-
derly persons and persons with disabilities 
under section 5310; 

ø‘‘(M) the following amounts shall be avail-
able to provide financial assistance for job 
access and reverse commute projects under 
section 5308: 

ø‘‘(i) $150,000,000 in fiscal year 2004; and 

ø‘‘(ii) 2.671 percent in fiscal years 2005 
through 2009; 

ø‘‘(N) the following amounts shall be avail-
able to provide financial assistance for ur-
banized areas under section 5307 and appor-
tioned in accordance with section 5337: 

ø‘‘(i) $1,214,400,000 in fiscal year 2004; and 
ø‘‘(ii) 21.626 percent in fiscal years 2005 

through 2009; and 
ø‘‘(O) $75,000,000 shall be available to carry 

out sections 5570 through 5575 in fiscal years 
2005 through 2009. 

ø‘‘(P) The remaining amount shall be 
available to provide financial assistance for 
urbanized areas under section 5307 and appor-
tioned in accordance with section 5336. 

ø‘‘(b) MAJOR CAPITAL INVESTMENT PROGRAM 
GRANTS.—

ø‘‘(1) There shall be available from the 
Mass Transit Account of the Highway Trust 
Fund to carry out sections 5305 and 5309— 

ø‘‘(A) $320,594,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(B) $327,006,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø‘‘(C) $333,808,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø‘‘(D) $341,318,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø‘‘(E) $349,749,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø‘‘(F) $358,248,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø‘‘(2) In addition to amounts made avail-

able under paragraph (1), there are author-
ized to be appropriated to carry out sections 
5305 and 5309—

ø‘‘(A) $1,213,500,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(B) $1,236,192,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø‘‘(C) $1,261,287,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø‘‘(D) $1,289,162,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø‘‘(E) $1,321,907,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø‘‘(F) $1,355,219,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø‘‘(3) Of the amounts made available by 

and appropriated under this subsection for a 
fiscal year, 

ø‘‘(A) 1.25 percent shall be available to 
carry out section 5305 in the fiscal year 2004; 

ø‘‘(B) 2 percent shall be available to carry 
out section 5305 in fiscal years 2005 through 
2009; and 

ø‘‘(C) the remaining amount shall be avail-
able to carry out Major Capital Investment 
Grants under section 5309 of this title. 

ø‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATION.—There are author-
ized to be appropriated to carry out section 
5334—

ø‘‘(A) $76,500,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(B) $77,931,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø‘‘(C) $79,513,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø‘‘(D) $81,270,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø‘‘(E) $83,334,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø‘‘(F) $85,434,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø‘‘(d) GRANTS AS CONTRACTUAL OBLIGA-

TIONS.—
ø‘‘(1) A grant or contract approved by the 

Secretary, that is financed with amounts 
made available under subsections (a), (b)(1), 
or (e) is a contractual obligation of the 
United States Government to pay the Gov-
ernment’s share of the cost of the project. 

ø‘‘(2) A grant or contract, approved by the 
Secretary, that is financed with amounts 
made available under subsections (b)(2) or (c) 
is a contractual obligation of the Govern-
ment to pay the Government’s share of the 
cost of the project only to the extent that 
amounts are provided in advance in an ap-
propriations Act. 

ø‘‘(e) REVENUE ALIGNED BUDGET AUTHOR-
ITY.—

ø‘‘(1) On October 15 of fiscal year 2006 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, the Secretary 
shall prorate an amount of funds equal to 
the amount determined pursuant to section 
251(b)(1)(C) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 in a 
portion equal to the amount available to 
each Federal transit program for which 
funds are available from the Mass Transit 
Account of the Highway Trust Fund under 
subsections (a) and (b) of this section. 

ø‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated from 
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the Mass Transit Account of the Highway 
Trust Fund such sums as may be necessary 
to carry out this subsection for fiscal years 
beginning after September 30, 2005. 

ø‘‘(f) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
made available by or appropriated under sub-
sections (a), (b), and (e) shall remain avail-
able until expended.’’. 
øSEC. 3037. NATIONAL PARKS AND PUBLIC LANDS 

LEGACY PROJECT. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 is amended 

by inserting after section 5315 the following: 
ø‘‘§ 5316. National parks and public lands Leg-

acy Project 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation, in 

consultation with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, may make a grant or enter into a con-
tract, cooperative agreement, interagency 
agreement, intra-agency agreement, or other 
transaction to carry out a qualified project 
under this section to enhance the protection 
of America’s National Parks and public lands 
and increase the enjoyment of those visiting 
the parks and public lands by ensuring ac-
cess to all, including the disabled, improving 
conservation and park and public land oppor-
tunities in urban areas through partnering 
with state and local governments, and im-
proving park and public land transportation 
infrastructure. 

ø‘‘(2) A grant, cooperative agreement, 
interagency agreement, intra-agency agree-
ment, or other transaction for a qualified 
project under this section shall be available 
to finance the leasing of equipment and fa-
cilities for use in public transportation, sub-
ject to any regulation that the Secretary 
may prescribe limiting the grant or agree-
ment to leasing arrangements that are more 
cost-effective than purchase or construction. 

ø‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
ø‘‘(1) ‘eligible area’ means any federally 

owned or managed park, refuge, or rec-
reational area that is open to the general 
public, including—

ø‘‘(A) a unit of the National Park System; 
ø‘‘(B) a unit of the National Wildlife Ref-

uge System; 
ø‘‘(C) a recreational area managed by the 

Bureau of Land Management; and 
ø‘‘(D) a recreation area managed by the 

Bureau of Reclamation. 
ø‘‘(2) ‘Federal land management agency’ 

means a Federal agency that manages an eli-
gible area. 

ø‘‘(3) ‘public transportation’ means trans-
portation by bus, rail, or any other publicly 
or privately owned conveyance that provides 
to the public general or special service on a 
regular basis, including sightseeing service. 

ø‘‘(4) ‘qualified participant’ means—
ø‘‘(A) a Federal land management agency; 

or 
ø‘‘(B) a State, tribal, or local governmental 

authority with jurisdiction over land in the 
vicinity of an eligible area acting with the 
consent of the Federal land management 
agency, alone or in partnership with a Fed-
eral land management agency or other Gov-
ernmental or nongovernmental participant. 

ø‘‘(5) ‘qualified project’ means a planning 
or capital project in or in the vicinity of an 
eligible area that—

ø‘‘(A) is an activity described in section 
5302, 5303, or 5304; 

ø‘‘(B) involves—
ø‘‘(i) the purchase of rolling stock that in-

corporates clean fuel technology or the re-
placement of buses of a type in use on the 
date of enactment of this section with clean 
fuel vehicles; or 

ø‘‘(ii) the deployment of public transpor-
tation vehicles that introduce innovative 
technologies or methods; 

ø‘‘(C) relates to the capital costs of coordi-
nating the Federal land management agency 

public transportation systems with other 
public transportation systems; 

ø‘‘(D) provides a nonmotorized transpor-
tation system (including the provision of fa-
cilities for pedestrians, bicycles, and non-
motorized watercraft); 

ø‘‘(E) provides waterborne access within or 
in the vicinity of an eligible area, as appro-
priate to and consistent with this section; or 

ø‘‘(F) is any other public transportation 
project that—

ø‘‘(i) enhances the environment; 
ø‘‘(ii) prevents or mitigates an adverse im-

pact on a natural resource; 
ø‘‘(iii) improves Federal land management 

agency resource management; 
ø‘‘(iv) improves visitor mobility and acces-

sibility and the visitor experience; 
ø‘‘(v) reduces congestion and pollution (in-

cluding noise pollution and visual pollution); 
or 

ø‘‘(vi) conserves a natural, historical, or 
cultural resource (excluding rehabilitation 
or restoration of a non-transportation facil-
ity). 

ø‘‘(6) ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of 
Transportation. 

ø‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF AVAILABLE 
AMOUNTS.— 

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary, in consultation with 
the Secretary of the Interior, may use not 
more than 10 percent of the amount made 
available for a fiscal year under section 
5338(a)(2)(G) to carry out planning, research, 
and technical assistance under this section, 
including the development of technology ap-
propriate for use in a qualified project. 

ø‘‘(2) Amounts made available under this 
subsection are in addition to amounts other-
wise available to the Secretary to carry out 
planning, research, and technical assistance 
under this title or any other provision of 
law. 

ø‘‘(3) No qualified project shall receive 
more than 12 percent of the total amount 
made available to carry out this section 
under section 5338(a)(2)(G) for any fiscal 
year. 

ø‘‘(d) PLANNING PROCESS.—In undertaking 
a qualified project under this section, 

ø‘‘(1) if the qualified participant is a Fed-
eral land management agency— 

ø‘‘(A) the Secretary, in cooperation with 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall develop 
transportation planning procedures that are 
consistent with—

ø‘‘(i) the metropolitan planning provisions 
under section 5303 of this title; 

ø‘‘(ii) the statewide planning provisions 
under section 5304 of this title; and 

ø‘‘(iii) the public participation require-
ments under section 5307(e); and 

ø‘‘(B) in the case of a qualified project that 
is at a unit of the National Park system, the 
planning process shall be consistent with the 
general management plans of the unit of the 
National Park system; and 

ø‘‘(2) if the qualified participant is a State 
or local governmental authority, or more 
than one State or local governmental au-
thority in more than one State, the qualified 
participant shall—

ø‘‘(A) comply with the metropolitan plan-
ning provisions under section 5303 of this 
title; 

ø‘‘(B) comply with the statewide planning 
provisions under section 5304 of this title;

ø‘‘(C) comply with the public participation 
requirements under section 5307(e) of this 
title; and 

ø‘‘(D) consult with the appropriate Federal 
land management agency during the plan-
ning process. 

ø‘‘(e) COST SHARING.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary, in cooperation with 

the Secretary of the Interior, shall establish 
the share of assistance to be provided under 
this section to a qualified participant. 

ø‘‘(2) In establishing the share of assist-
ance to be provided under this section, the 
Secretary shall consider—

ø‘‘(A) visitation levels and the revenue de-
rived from user fees in the eligible area in 
which the qualified project is carried out; 

ø‘‘(B) the extent to which the qualified par-
ticipant coordinates with a public transpor-
tation authority or private entity engaged in 
public transportation; 

ø‘‘(C) private investment in the qualified 
project, including the provision of contract 
services, joint development activities, and 
the use of innovative financing mechanisms; 

ø‘‘(D) the clear and direct benefit to the 
qualified participant; and 

ø‘‘(E) any other matters that the Secretary 
considers appropriate to carry out this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(3) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, Federal funds appropriated to any 
Federal land management agency may be 
counted toward the remainder of the cost of 
a qualified project. 

ø‘‘(f) SELECTION OF QUALIFIED PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of the Interior, after 

consultation with and in cooperation with 
the Secretary, shall determine the final se-
lection and funding of an annual program of 
qualified projects in accordance with this 
section. 

ø‘‘(2) In determining whether to include a 
project in the annual program of qualified 
projects, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
consider—

ø‘‘(A) the justification for the qualified 
project, including the extent to which the 
qualified project would conserve resources, 
prevent or mitigate adverse impact, and en-
hance the environment; 

ø‘‘(B) the location of the qualified project, 
to ensure that the selected qualified 
projects—

ø‘‘(i) are geographically diverse nation-
wide; and 

ø‘‘(ii) include qualified projects in eligible 
areas located in both urban areas and rural 
areas; 

ø‘‘(C) the size of the qualified project, to 
ensure that there is a balanced distribution; 

ø‘‘(D) the historical and cultural signifi-
cance of a qualified project; 

ø‘‘(E) safety; 
ø‘‘(F) the extent to which the qualified 

project would-
ø‘‘(i) enhance livable communities; 
ø‘‘(ii) reduce pollution (including noise pol-

lution, air pollution, and visual pollution); 
ø‘‘(iii) reduce congestion; and 
ø‘‘(iv) improve the mobility of people in 

the most efficient manner; and 
ø‘‘(G) any other matters that the Secretary 

considers appropriate to carry out this sec-
tion, including—

ø‘‘(i) visitation levels; 
ø‘‘(ii) the use of innovative financing or 

joint development strategies; and 
ø‘‘(iii) coordination with gateway commu-

nities. 
ø‘‘(g) QUALIFIED PROJECTS CARRIED OUT IN 

ADVANCE.—
ø‘‘(1) When a qualified participant carries 

out any part of a qualified project without 
assistance under this section in accordance 
with all applicable procedures and require-
ments, the Secretary, in consultation with 
the Secretary of the Interior, may pay the 
share of the net capital project cost of a 
qualified project if—

ø‘‘(A) the qualified participant applies for 
the payment; 

ø‘‘(B) the Secretary approves the payment; 
and 

ø‘‘(C) before carrying out that part of the 
qualified project, the Secretary approves the 
plans and specifications in the same manner 
as plans and specifications are approved for 
other projects assisted under this section. 
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ø‘‘(2)(A) The cost of carrying out part of a 

qualified project under paragraph (1) in-
cludes the amount of interest earned and 
payable on bonds issued by a State or local 
governmental authority, to the extent that 
proceeds of the bond are expended in car-
rying out that part. 

ø‘‘(B) The rate of interest under this para-
graph may not exceed the most favorable 
rate reasonably available for the qualified 
project at the time of borrowing. 

ø‘‘(C) The qualified participant shall cer-
tify, in a manner satisfactory to the Sec-
retary, that the qualified participant has ex-
ercised reasonable diligence in seeking the 
most favorable interest rate. 

ø‘‘(h) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—
ø‘‘(1) A qualified participant under this 

section is subject to the requirements of sec-
tion 5307 of this title to the extent the Sec-
retary considers appropriate. 

ø‘‘(2) Section 5333(b) of this title shall 
apply, provided that the Secretary of Labor 
shall utilize a Special Warranty that pro-
vides a fair and equitable arrangement to 
protect the interest of employees. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may waive the applica-
bility of the Special Warranty under para-
graph (B) for private non-profit subrecipients 
on a case-by-case basis as the Secretary 
deems appropriate 

ø‘‘(4) A qualified participant under this 
section is subject to any other terms, condi-
tions, requirements, and provisions that the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate to 
carry out this section, including require-
ments for the distribution of proceeds on dis-
position of real property and equipment re-
sulting from a qualified project assisted 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(5) If the amount of assistance antici-
pated to be required for a qualified project 
under this section is $75,000,000 or more, the 
qualified participant shall prepare a project 
management plan in accordance with sec-
tions 5327(a) and (b) of this title.

ø‘‘(i) ASSET MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary, 
in consultation with the Secretary of the In-
terior, may transfer the interest of the De-
partment of Transportation in, and control 
over, all facilities and equipment acquired 
under this section to a qualified participant 
for use and disposition in accordance with 
any property management regulations that 
the Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

ø‘‘(j) COORDINATION OF RESEARCH AND DE-
PLOYMENT OF NEW TECHNOLOGIES.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary, in cooperation with 
the Secretary of the Interior, may under-
take, or make grants, cooperative agree-
ments, contracts (including agreements with 
departments, agencies, and instrumental-
ities of the Federal Government) or other 
transactions for research, development, and 
deployment of new technologies in eligible 
areas that will—

ø‘‘(A) conserve resources; 
ø‘‘(B) prevent or mitigate adverse environ-

mental impact; 
ø‘‘(C) improve visitor mobility, accessi-

bility, and enjoyment; and 
ø‘‘(D) reduce pollution (including noise pol-

lution and visual pollution). 
ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may request and re-

ceive appropriate information from any 
source. 

ø‘‘(3) Grants, cooperative agreements, con-
tracts or other transactions under paragraph 
(1) shall be awarded from amounts allocated 
under subsection (c)(1).’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table 
of sections for chapter 53 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 5315 
the following:

ø‘‘5316. National parks and public lands Leg-
acy Project.’’.

øSEC. 3038. OVER-THE-ROAD BUS ACCESSIBILTY 
PROGRAM. 

ø(a) Section 3038 of the Transportation Eq-
uity Act for the 21st Century, Public Law 
105–178, is amended—

ø(1) by striking the section heading and in-
serting the following: ‘‘OVER-THE-ROAD 
BUS ACCESSIBILITY PROGRAM.’’; 
and 

ø(2) by revising subsection (g) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(g) FUNDING.—
ø‘‘(1) Of the amounts made available by or 

appropriated under section 5338(a)(2)(E) in 
each fiscal year, 75 percent shall be available 
for operators of over-the-road buses used 
substantially or exclusively in intercity, 
fixed-route over-the-road bus service to fi-
nance the incremental capital and training 
costs of the Department of Transportation’s 
final rule regarding accessibility of over-the-
road buses. Such amounts shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø‘‘(2) Of the amounts made available by or 
appropriated under section 5338(a)(2)(E) in 
each fiscal year, 25 percent shall be available 
for operators of other over-the-road bus serv-
ice to finance the incremental capital and 
training costs of the Department of Trans-
portation’s final rule regarding accessibility 
of over-the-road buses. Such amounts shall 
remain available until expended.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The item 
relating to section 3038 in the table of sec-
tions for the Transportation Equity Act for 
the 21st Century is amended to read as fol-
lows:
ø‘‘Over-the-road bus accessibility program.’’.
øSEC. 3039. FORMULA GRANTS FOR SPECIAL 

NEEDS OF ELDERLY INDIVIDUALS 
AND INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABIL-
ITIES. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5310 is amended 
to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may make grants to a 

State under this section for capital public 
transportation projects planned, designed, 
and carried out to meet the special needs of 
elderly individuals and individuals with dis-
abilities. A State may then allocate the 
funds to—

ø‘‘(A) a private non-profit organization; or 
ø‘‘(B) a governmental authority—
ø‘‘(i) approved by the State to coordinate 

services for elderly individuals and individ-
uals with disabilities; or 

ø‘‘(ii) that certifies that there are not any 
nonprofit organizations readily available in 
the area to provide the services described 
under this paragraph. 

ø‘‘(2) A capital public transportation 
project under this section may include ac-
quiring public transportation services as an 
eligible capital expense. 

ø‘‘(3) A State may use not more than 15 
percent of the amounts apportioned under 
this section to administer, plan and provided 
technical assistance for a project funded 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(b) APPORTIONMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall apportion 

amounts made available under section 
5338(a)(2)(M) of this title under a formula the 
Secretary administers that considers the 
number of elderly individuals and individ-
uals with disabilities in each State. 

ø‘‘(2) The recipient may transfer any funds 
apportioned to it under this subsection to 
sections 5311(c) or 5336. Any funds transferred 
pursuant to this subsection shall be made 
available only for eligible projects selected 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(c) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE.—A grant for a 
capital project under this section may not 
exceed 80 percent of the net capital costs of 
the project, as determined by the Secretary. 
The remainder—

ø‘‘(1) may be provided from an undistrib-
uted cash surplus, a replacement or deprecia-
tion cash fund or reserve, a service agree-
ment with a State or local social service 
agency or a private social service organiza-
tion, or new capital; and 

ø‘‘(2) may be derived from amounts appro-
priated to or made available to a department 
or agency of the Federal government (other 
than the Department of Transportation, ex-
cept for Federal Land Highway funds) that 
are eligible to be expended for transpor-
tation. 

ø‘‘(3) For purposes of paragraph (2), the 
prohibitions on the use of funds for matching 
requirements under section 403(a)(5)(c)(vii) of 
the Social Security Act shall not apply to 
federal or state funds to be used for transpor-
tation purposes. 

ø‘‘(d) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) A recipient of a grant under this sec-

tion is subject to all requirements of a grant 
under section 5307 of this title to the extent 
the Secretary considers appropriate.’’. 

ø‘‘(2) A recipient that transfers funds to 
section 5336 pursuant to subsection (b)(2) 
shall certify that the project for which the 
funds are requested has been coordinated 
with private non-profit providers of services 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(3) A recipient of funds under this sec-
tion shall certify that—

ø‘‘(A) the projects selected were derived 
from a locally developed, coordinated public 
transit-human services transportation plan; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) the plan was developed through a 
process that included representatives of pub-
lic, private, and nonprofit transportation 
and human services providers and participa-
tion by the public; 

ø‘‘(4) A recipient of a grant under this sec-
tion shall certify that allocations of the 
grant to subrecipients are distributed on a 
fair and equitable basis. 

ø‘‘(e) STATE PROGRAM OF PROJECTS.—
Amounts made available to carry out this 
subsection may be used for transportation 
projects to assist in providing transportation 
services for elderly individuals and individ-
uals with disabilities that are included in a 
State program of projects. A program shall 
be submitted annually to the Secretary for 
approval and shall contain an assurance that 
the program provides for maximum feasible 
coordination of transportation services as-
sisted under this section with transportation 
services assisted by other United States Gov-
ernment sources. 

ø‘‘(f) LEASING VEHICLES.—Vehicles acquired 
under this section may be leased to local 
governmental authorities to improve trans-
portation services designed to meet the spe-
cial needs of elderly individuals and individ-
uals with disabilities. 

ø‘‘(g) HOMEBOUND INDIVIDUALS.—Public 
transportation service providers receiving 
assistance under this section or 5311(c) of 
this title may coordinate and assist in regu-
larly providing meal delivery service for 
homebound individuals if the delivery serv-
ice does not conflict with providing public 
transportation service or reduce service to 
public transportation passengers. 

ø‘‘(h) TRANSFERS OF FACILITIES AND EQUIP-
MENT.—With the consent of the recipient 
currently having a facility or equipment ac-
quired with assistance under this section, a 
State may transfer the facility or equipment 
to any recipient eligible to receive assist-
ance under this chapter if the facility or 
equipment will continue to be used as re-
quired under this section. 

ø‘‘(i) FARES NOT REQUIRED.—This chapter 
does not require that elderly individuals and 
individuals with disabilities be charged a 
fare.’’. 
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øSEC. 3040. JOB ACCESS AND REVERSE COM-

MUTE. 
ø(a) Section 5308 is amended to read as fol-

lows: 
ø‘‘§ 5308. Formula grants for job access and 

reverse commute projects 
ø‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, 
ø‘‘(1) ‘recipient’ means a State that re-

ceives a grant under this section directly; 
and 

ø‘‘(2) ‘subrecipient’ means a State or local 
public authority, a nonprofit organization, 
or a private operator of public transpor-
tation service that may receive a grant 
under this section indirectly through a re-
cipient, rather than directly from the Fed-
eral Government.’’. 

ø‘‘(b) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may make grants to a 

recipient under this section for access to jobs 
and reverse commute projects to a recipient. 

ø‘‘(2) A recipient may use not more than 15 
percent of the amounts apportioned under 
this section to administer, plan, and provide 
technical assistance for a project funded 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(c) APPORTIONMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall apportion 

amounts made available under section 
5338(a)(2)(M) of this title under a formula the 
Secretary administers that considers the 
number of low income people in each State. 

ø‘‘(2) The recipient may transfer any funds 
apportioned to it under this subsection to 
sections 5311(c) or 5336. Any apportionment 
transferred pursuant to this subsection shall 
be made available for eligible job access and 
reverse commute projects under this section. 

ø‘‘(d) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) A grant under this section is subject 

to the requirements of 5307 to the extent the 
Secretary considers appropriate. 

ø‘‘(2) Section 5333(b) of this title shall 
apply, provided that the Secretary of Labor 
shall utilize a Special Warranty that pro-
vides a fair and equitable arrangement to 
protect the interest of employees. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may waive the applica-
bility of the Special Warranty under para-
graph (2) for private non-profit subrecipients 
on a case-by-case basis as the Secretary 
deems appropriate. 

ø‘‘(4) A recipient of a grant under this sec-
tion shall certify that allocations of the 
grant to subrecipients are distributed on a 
fair and equitable basis. 

ø‘‘(e) COMPETITIVE PROCESS.—
ø‘‘(1) The recipient shall conduct a state-

wide solicitation for applications for grants 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(2) Subrecipients seeking to receive a 
grant under this section shall submit to the 
recipient an application in the form and in 
accordance with such requirements as the re-
cipient shall establish. 

ø‘‘(3) Subrecipients submitting applica-
tions pursuant to paragraph (2) shall be se-
lected on a competitive basis. 

ø‘‘(f) COORDINATION.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall coordinate ac-

tivities under this section with related ac-
tivities under programs of other Federal de-
partments and agencies. 

ø‘‘(2) A recipient that transfers funds to 
section 5336 pursuant to subsection (c)(2) 
shall certify that the project for which the 
funds are requested has been coordinated 
with private non-profit providers of services 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(3) A recipient of funds under this sec-
tion shall certify that—

ø‘‘(A) the projects selected were derived 
from a locally developed, coordinated public 
transit-human services transportation plan; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) the plan was developed through a 
process that included representatives of pub-

lic, private, and nonprofit transportation 
and human services providers and participa-
tion by the public; 

ø‘‘(g) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—
ø‘‘(1) A grant for a capital project under 

this section may not exceed 80 percent of the 
net capital costs of the project, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. A grant made under 
this section for operating assistance may not 
exceed 50 percent of the net operating costs 
of the project, as determined by the Sec-
retary. The remainder—

ø‘‘(A) may be provided from an undistrib-
uted cash surplus, a replacement or deprecia-
tion cash fund or reserve, a service agree-
ment with a State or local social service 
agency or a private social service organiza-
tion, or new capital; and 

ø‘‘(B) may be derived from amounts appro-
priated to or made available to a department 
or agency of the Federal Government (other 
than the Department of Transportation, ex-
cept for Federal Land Highway funds) that 
are eligible to be expended for transpor-
tation.

ø‘‘(2) A recipient carrying out a program of 
operating assistance under this section may 
not limit the level or extent of use of the 
Government grant for the payment of oper-
ating expenses. 

ø‘‘(3) For purposes of paragraph (1)(B) of 
this section, the prohibitions on the use of 
funds for matching requirements under sec-
tion 403(a)(5)(c)(vii) of the Social Security 
Act shall not apply to Federal or State funds 
to be used for transportation purposes.’’

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table 
of sections for chapter 53 is amended after 
the item relating to section 5307 to read as 
follows:
ø‘‘5308. Formula grants for job access and re-

verse commute projects.’’.
øTITLE IV—MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 

øSEC. 4001. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS. 

ø (a) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Section 
31104 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding the following at the end: 

ø‘‘(i) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—
ø‘‘(1) There are authorized to be appro-

priated from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) for the Sec-
retary of Transportation to pay administra-
tive expenses of the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration— 

ø‘‘(A) $224,406,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø‘‘(B) $228,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø‘‘(C) $233,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø‘‘(D) $239,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø‘‘(E) $244,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø‘‘(F) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø‘‘(2) The funds authorized by this sub-

section shall be used for personnel costs; ad-
ministrative infrastructure; rent; informa-
tion technology; programs for research and 
technology, information management, regu-
latory development (including a medical re-
view board and rules for medical examiners), 
performance and registration information 
system management (PRISM), a study of 
driver availability and retention, and out-
reach and education; other operating ex-
penses and similar matters; and such other 
expenses as may from time to time become 
necessary to implement statutory mandates 
not funded from other sources. 

ø‘‘(3) The amounts made available under 
this section shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

ø‘‘(4) Authorizations from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) to carry out subtitle IV, part B, and 
subtitle VI, part B, of this title, or the provi-
sions of subtitle IV of the ‘Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act of 2003’, shall be available for ob-
ligation on the date of their apportionment 

or allocation or on October 1 of the fiscal 
year for which they are authorized, which-
ever occurs first.’’. 

ø(b) AMENDMENT TO TITLE 23.—Section 
104(a)(1) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by—

ø(1) deleting subparagraph (B); 
ø(2) deleting the designation ‘‘(A)’’ at the 

beginning of subparagraph (A) and redesig-
nating subparagraphs (A)(i) and (ii) as sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B), respectively; and 

ø(3) deleting ‘‘; and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (B), as so redesignated, and inserting a 
period. 

ø(c) GRANT PROGRAMS.—There are author-
ized to be appropriated from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) for the following Federal Motor Car-
rier Safety Administration programs— 

ø(1) Commercial driver’s license/driver im-
provement program grants under section 
4002(c)— 

ø(A) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø(B) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø(C) $23,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø(D) $23,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø(E) $24,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø(F) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø(2) Border enforcement grants under sec-

tion 4002(b)— 
ø(A) $ 32,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø(B) $ 33,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø(C) $ 33,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø(D) $ 34,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø(E) $ 35,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø(F) $ 36,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø(3) Performance and registration informa-

tion system management (PRISM) grant pro-
gram under section 4016— 

ø(A) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
ø(B) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
ø(C) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
ø(D) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
ø(E) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
ø(F) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø(d) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—The 

amounts made available under subsection (c) 
of this section shall remain available until 
expended. 

ø(e) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—Authorizations 
from the Highway Trust Fund (other than 
the Mass Transit Account) to carry out sub-
section (c) of this section shall be available 
for obligation on the date of their apportion-
ment or allocation or on October 1 of the fis-
cal year for which they are authorized, 
whichever occurs first. Approval by the Sec-
retary of a grant with funds made available 
under subsection (c) of this section imposes 
upon the United States Government a con-
tractual obligation for payment of the Gov-
ernment’s share of costs incurred in carrying 
out the objectives of the grant. 
øSEC. 4002. MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS. 

ø(a) MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM.—

ø(1) Section 31102 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended— 

ø(A) in subsection (b)(1), by amending para-
graph (A) to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(A) implements performance-based ac-
tivities.’’;

ø(B) in subsection (b)(1), by deleting ‘‘and’’ 
at the end of paragraph (S), replacing the pe-
riod at the end of paragraph (T) with a semi-
colon, and adding new paragraphs (U) and 
(V), to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(U) provides that the State will include 
in the training manual for the licensing ex-
amination to drive a non-commercial motor 
vehicle and a commercial motor vehicle, in-
formation on best practices for driving safely 
in the vicinity of commercial motor vehicles 
and in the vicinity of non-commercial vehi-
cles, respectively; and 

ø‘‘(V) provides that the State will enforce 
the registration requirements of 49 U.S.C. 
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13902 by placing out of service any vehicle 
discovered to be operating without registra-
tion or beyond the scope of its registra-
tion.’’; and 

ø(C) by revising subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(c) USE OF GRANTS TO ENFORCE OTHER 
LAWS.—A State may use amounts received 
under a grant under subsection (a) of this 
section for the following activities: 

ø‘‘(1) If the activities are carried out in 
conjunction with an appropriate inspection 
of the commercial motor vehicle to enforce 
Government or State commercial motor ve-
hicle safety regulations: 

ø‘‘(A) Enforcement of commercial motor 
vehicle size and weight limitations at loca-
tions other than fixed weight facilities, at 
specific locations such as steep grades or 
mountainous terrains where the weight of a 
commercial motor vehicle can significantly 
affect the safe operation of the vehicle, or at 
ports where intermodal shipping containers 
enter and leave the United States. 

ø‘‘(B) Detection of the unlawful presence of 
a controlled substance (as defined under sec-
tion 102 of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse 
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C. 
802)) in a commercial motor vehicle or on the 
person of any occupant (including the oper-
ator) of the vehicle. 

ø‘‘(2) Documented enforcement of State 
traffic laws and regulations designed to pro-
mote the safe operation of commercial 
motor vehicles, including documented en-
forcement of such laws and regulations 
against non-commercial motor vehicles 
when necessary to promote the safe oper-
ation of commercial motor vehicles.’’. 

ø(2) Section 31103(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) OTHER ACTIVITIES.—
ø‘‘(1) From the amounts designated under 

section 31104(f)(2), the Secretary may make a 
grant to a State agency, local government, 
or other person for the full cost of research, 
development, demonstration projects, public 
education, and other special activities and 
projects relating to commercial motor vehi-
cle safety that are of benefit to all jurisdic-
tions or designed to address national safety 
concerns and circumstances. 

ø‘‘(2) From the amounts designated under 
section 31104(f)(3), the Secretary may allo-
cate safety performance incentive funds to 
States without requiring a matching con-
tribution from such States. 

ø‘‘(3) From the amounts designated under 
section 31104(f)(4), the Secretary may allo-
cate new entrant motor carrier audit funds 
to States and local governments without re-
quiring a matching contribution from such 
States or local governments. However, the 
Secretary may withhold such funds from a 
State or local government that is unable to 
use government employees to conduct new 
entrant motor carrier audits, and may in-
stead utilize the funds directly to conduct 
audits in those jurisdictions.’’. 

ø(3) Section 31104(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated from the Highway Trust 
Fund (other than the Mass Transit Account) 
to carry out section 31102: 

ø‘‘(1) Not more than $164,594,000 for fiscal 
year 2004. 

ø‘‘(2) Not more than $168,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2005. 

ø‘‘(3) Not more than $172,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2006. 

ø‘‘(4) Not more than $176,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2007. 

ø‘‘(5) Not more than $180,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008. 

ø‘‘(6) Not more than $184,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2009.’’. 

ø(4) Section 31104(f) is amended by revising 
paragraph (2) and adding new paragraphs (3) 
and (4), to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(2) HIGH-PRIORITY ACTIVITIES.—The Sec-
retary may designate up to 10 percent of 
amounts available for allocation under para-
graph (1) for States, local governments, and 
other persons for carrying out high priority 
activities and projects that improve com-
mercial motor vehicle safety and compliance 
with commercial motor vehicle safety regu-
lations, including activities and projects 
that are national in scope, increase public 
awareness and education, or demonstrate 
new technologies. The amounts designated 
under this paragraph shall be allocated by 
the Secretary to State agencies, local gov-
ernments, and other persons that use and 
train qualified officers and employees in co-
ordination with State motor vehicle safety 
agencies. Allocations under this paragraph 
do not require a matching contribution from 
a State, local government, or other person. 

ø‘‘(3) SAFETY PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE PRO-
GRAMS.—The Secretary may designate up to 
10 percent of the amounts available for allo-
cation under paragraph (1) for safety per-
formance incentive programs for States. The 
Secretary shall establish safety performance 
criteria to be used to distribute incentive 
program funds. Such criteria shall include, 
at a minimum, reduction in the number and 
rate of fatal accidents involving commercial 
motor vehicles. Allocations under this para-
graph do not require a matching contribu-
tion from a State. 

ø‘‘(4) NEW ENTRANT AUDITS.—The Secretary 
may designate up to $17,000,000 of the 
amounts available for allocation under para-
graph (1) for audits of new entrant motor 
carriers conducted pursuant to section 210 of 
the Motor Carrier Safety Improvement Act 
of 1999, 113 Stat. 1764. Allocations under this 
paragraph do not require a matching con-
tribution from a State or local govern-
ment.’’. 

ø(b) GRANTS TO STATES FOR BORDER EN-
FORCEMENT.—Chapter 311 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by revising section 
31107 to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 31107. Border enforcement grants 

ø‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—From the 
funds authorized by sections 4001(c)(2) of the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003, the Sec-
retary may make a grant in a fiscal year to 
a State, except as otherwise provided in sub-
section (c), that shares a border with another 
country for carrying out border commercial 
motor vehicle safety programs and related 
enforcement activities and projects. 

ø‘‘(b) MAINTENANCE OF EXPENDITURES.—Ex-
cept as otherwise provided in subsection (c), 
the Secretary may make a grant to a State 
under this section only if the State agrees 
that the total expenditure of amounts of the 
State and political subdivisions of the State, 
exclusive of United States Government 
amounts, for carrying out border commercial 
motor vehicle safety programs and related 
enforcement activities and projects will be 
maintained at a level at least equal to the 
average level of that expenditure by the 
State and political subdivisions of the State 
for the last two State or Federal fiscal years 
before October 1, 2003. 

ø‘‘(c) GOVERNMENT SHARE.—The Secretary 
may make a grant to a State agency, local 
government, or other person for the full cost 
of research, development, demonstration 
projects, public education, and other special 
activities and projects relating to cross-bor-
der operations of commercial motor vehicles 
that are beneficial to all jurisdictions or de-
signed to address national safety concerns 
and circumstances. 

ø‘‘(d) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
made available to a State under section 

4001(c)(2) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 to carry out this section shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø‘‘(e) GRANTS AS CONTRACTUAL OBLIGA-
TIONS.—Approval by the Secretary of a grant 
with funds made available under section 
4001(c)(2) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 imposes upon the United States Govern-
ment contractual obligation for payment of 
the amount of the grant.’’. 

ø(c) GRANTS TO STATES FOR COMMERCIAL 
DRIVER’S LICENSE IMPROVEMENTS.—Chapter 
313 of title 49, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding new section 31318 at the end, to 
read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 31318. Grants for commercial driver’s li-

cense program improvements 
ø‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—From the 

funds authorized by section 4001(c)(1) of the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003, the Sec-
retary may make a grant to a State, except 
as otherwise provided in subsection (e), in a 
fiscal year to improve its implementation of 
the commercial driver’s license program, 
providing the State is in substantial compli-
ance with the requirements of section 31311 
and this section. The Secretary shall estab-
lish criteria for the distribution of grants 
and notify the States annually of such cri-
teria. 

ø‘‘(b) CONDITIONS.—Except as otherwise 
provided in subsection (e), a State may use a 
grant under this section only for expenses di-
rectly related to its commercial driver’s li-
cense program, including, but not limited to, 
computer hardware and software, publica-
tions, testing, personnel, training, and qual-
ity control. The grant may not be used to 
rent, lease, or buy land or buildings. The 
Secretary may allocate the funds appro-
priated for such grants in a fiscal year 
among the eligible States whose applications 
for grants have been approved, under criteria 
that best serve the purposes of this section. 

ø‘‘(c) MAINTENANCE OF EXPENDITURES.—Ex-
cept as otherwise provided in subsection (e), 
the Secretary may make a grant to a State 
under this section only if the State agrees 
that the total expenditure of amounts of the 
State and political subdivisions of the State, 
exclusive of United States Government 
amounts, for the operation of the commer-
cial driver’s license program will be main-
tained at a level at least equal to the aver-
age level of that expenditure by the State 
and political subdivisions of the State for 
the last 2 fiscal years before October 1, 2003

ø‘‘(d) GOVERNMENT SHARE.—Except as oth-
erwise provided in subsection (e), the Sec-
retary shall reimburse a State, from a grant 
made under this section, an amount that is 
not more than 80 percent of the costs in-
curred by the State in a fiscal year in imple-
menting the commercial driver’s license im-
provements described in subsection (b). In 
determining those costs, the Secretary shall 
include in-kind contributions by the State. 
Amounts of the State required to be ex-
pended under subsection (c) may not be in-
cluded as part of the share not provided by 
the United States Government. 

ø‘‘(e) HIGH-PRIORITY ACTIVITIES.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may make a grant to 

a State agency, local government, or other 
person for the full cost of research, develop-
ment, demonstration projects, public edu-
cation, or other special activities and 
projects relating to commercial driver li-
censing and motor vehicle safety that are of 
benefit to all jurisdictions or designed to ad-
dress national safety concerns and cir-
cumstances. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may designate up to 10 
percent of the amounts made available under 
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section 4001(c)(1) of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003 in a fiscal year for high-pri-
ority activities under subsection (e)(1). 

ø‘‘(f) EMERGING ISSUES.—The Secretary 
may designate up to 25 percent of the 
amounts made available under section 
4001(c)(1) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 in a fiscal year for allocation to a State 
agency, local government, or other person at 
the discretion of the Secretary to address 
emerging issues relating to commercial driv-
er’s license improvements. 

ø‘‘(g) GOVERNMENT SHARE.—Except as oth-
erwise provided in subsections (e) and (f), all 
amounts available in a fiscal year to carry 
out this section shall be apportioned to 
States according to a formula prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(h) DEDUCTION FOR ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSES.—On October 1 of each fiscal year or 
as soon after that date as practicable, the 
Secretary may deduct, from amounts made 
available under section 4001(c)(1) of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act of 2003 for that fiscal 
year, up to 1.25 percent of those amounts for 
administrative expenses incurred in carrying 
out this section in that fiscal year. 

ø‘‘(i) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
made available to a State under section 
4001(c)(1) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 to carry out this section shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø‘‘(j) GRANTS AS CONTRACTUAL OBLIGA-
TIONS.—Approval by the Secretary of a grant 
with funds made available under section 
4001(c)(1) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 imposes upon the United States Govern-
ment a contractual obligation for payment 
of the amount of the grant.’’. 

ø(d) NONCOMPLIANCE WITH CDL REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Subsections (a) and (b) of section 
31314 of title 49, United States Code, are 
amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) FIRST FISCAL YEAR.—The Secretary 
of Transportation shall withhold up to 5 per-
cent of the amount required to be appor-
tioned to a State under section 104(b)(1), (3), 
and (4) of title 23 on the first day of the fiscal 
year after the first fiscal year beginning 
after September 30, 1992, throughout which 
the State does not comply substantially with 
a requirement of section 31311(a) of this title. 

ø‘‘(b) SECOND FISCAL YEAR.—The Secretary 
shall withhold up to 10 percent of the 
amount required to be apportioned to a 
State under section 104(b)(1), (3), and (4) of 
title 23 on the first day of each fiscal year 
after the 2d fiscal year beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 1992, throughout which the State 
does not comply substantially with a re-
quirement of section 31311(a) of this title.’’. 

ø(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS—
ø(1) The table of sections at the beginning 

of chapter 311 of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended by—

ø(A) revising the heading of Subchapter I 
to read as follows: 
ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL AUTHORITY 

AND STATE GRANTS’’; 

øand 
ø(B) revising the item relating to section 

31107 to read as follows:
ø‘‘31107. Border enforcement grants.’’.

ø(2) Chapter 311 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended following the table of sec-
tions by striking—

ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—STATE GRANTS’’

øand substituting—
ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL AUTHORITY 

AND STATE GRANTS’’. 

ø(3) The table of sections at the beginning 
of chapter 313 of title 49, United States Code, 

is amended after the item relating to section 
31317 by adding the following:
ø‘‘31318. Grants for commercial driver’s li-

cense program improvements.’’.
øSEC. 4003. HOBBS ACT. 

ø(a) Section 2342(3)(A) of title 28, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(A) the Secretary of Transportation 
issued pursuant to section 2, 9, 37, or 41 of 
the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. App. 802, 
803, 808, 835, 839, and 841a) or pursuant to part 
B or C of subtitle IV of title 49 [49 U.S.C. 
chapters 131–161] or pursuant to subchapter 
III of chapter 311, chapter 313, and chapter 
315 of part B of subtitle VI of title 49; and’’. 

ø(b) Section 351(a) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An action of the 
Secretary of Transportation in carrying out 
a duty or power transferred under the De-
partment of Transportation Act (Public Law 
89–670, 80 Stat. 931), or an action of the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Railroad Admin-
istration, Federal Motor Carrier Safety Ad-
ministration, or the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration in carrying out a duty or power 
specifically assigned to the Administrator by 
that Act, may be reviewed judicially to the 
same extent and in the same way as if the 
action had been an action by the depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government carrying out the 
duty or power immediately before the trans-
fer or assignment.’’. 

ø(c) Section 352 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 352. Authority to carry out certain trans-

ferred duties and powers 
ø‘‘In carrying out a duty or power trans-

ferred under the Department of Transpor-
tation Act (Public Law 89–670, 80 Stat. 931), 
the Secretary of Transportation and the Ad-
ministrators of the Federal Railroad Admin-
istration, the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration, and the Federal Aviation 
Administration have the same authority 
that was vested in the department, agency, 
or instrumentality of the United States Gov-
ernment carrying out the duty or power im-
mediately before the transfer. An action of 
the Secretary or Administrator in carrying 
out the duty or power has the same effect as 
when carried out by the department, agency, 
or instrumentality.’’. 
øSEC. 4004. PENALTY FOR DENIAL OF ACCESS TO 

RECORDS. 
øSection 521(b)(2) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended by adding new subpara-
graph (E) at the end, to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(E) COPYING OF RECORDS AND ACCESS TO 
EQUIPMENT, LANDS, AND BUILDINGS.—A person 
subject to chapter 51 of subtitle III, Part B of 
Subtitle IV, or Part B of Subtitle VI of this 
title who fails to allow the Secretary, or an 
employee designated by the Secretary, 
promptly upon demand to inspect and copy 
any record or inspect and examine equip-
ment, lands, buildings and other property in 
accordance with sections 504(c), 5121(c), and 
14122(b) of this title shall be liable to the 
United States for a civil penalty not to ex-
ceed $500 for each offense, and each day the 
Secretary is denied the right to inspect and 
copy any record or inspect and examine 
equipment, lands, buildings and other prop-
erty shall constitute a separate offense, ex-
cept that the total of all civil penalties 
against any violator for all offenses related 
to a single violation shall not exceed $5,000. 
It shall be a defense to such penalty that the 
records did not exist at the time of the Sec-
retary’s request or could not be timely pro-
duced without unreasonable expense or ef-
fort. Nothing herein amends or supersedes 
any remedy available to the Secretary under 
sections 502(d), 507(c), or other provision of 
this title.’’. 

øSEC. 4005. MEDICAL REVIEW BOARD AND MED-
ICAL EXAMINERS. 

ø(a) MEDICAL REVIEW BOARD.—
ø(1) ESTABLISHMENT AND FUNCTION.—The 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administrator 
shall establish a Medical Review Board as an 
advisory committee to provide the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration with 
medical advice and recommendations on 
driver qualification medical standards and 
guidelines, medical examiner education, and 
medical research. 

ø(2) COMPOSITION.—The Medical Review 
Board shall be appointed by the Secretary 
and shall consist of 5 members selected from 
medical institutions and private practice. 
The membership shall reflect expertise in a 
variety of specialties relevant to the func-
tions of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration. 

ø(3) TERMINATION DATE.—The Medical Re-
view Board shall remain in effect until Sep-
tember 30, 2009. 

ø(b) MEDICAL EXAMINERS.—Section 
31136(a)(3) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(3) the physical condition of operators of 
commercial motor vehicles is adequate to 
enable them to operate the vehicles safely, 
and the periodic physical examinations re-
quired of such operators are performed by 
medical examiners who have received train-
ing in physical and medical examination 
standards and are listed on a national reg-
istry maintained by the Department of 
Transportation;’’. 
øSEC. 4006. ENFORCEMENT OF HOUSEHOLD 

GOODS REGULATIONS. 
ø(a) DISPUTE SETTLEMENT PROGRAM FOR 

HOUSEHOLD GOODS CARRIERS.—
ø(1) Section 14708(a) of title 49, United 

States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
ø‘‘(a) SHIPPER ARBITRATION.—
ø‘‘(1) As a condition of registration under 

section 13902 or 13903, a carrier providing 
transportation of household goods subject to 
jurisdiction under subchapter I or III of 
chapter 135 must agree to offer in accordance 
with this section to shippers of household 
goods arbitration as a means of settling dis-
putes between such carriers and shippers. 
However, the carrier may not require the 
shipper to agree to use arbitration prior to 
the time that a dispute arises. 

ø‘‘(2) If the dispute involves a claim for 
$5,000 or less and the shipper requests arbi-
tration, such arbitration shall be binding on 
the parties. If the dispute involves a claim 
for more than $5,000 and the shipper requests 
arbitration, such arbitration shall be binding 
on the parties only if the carrier agrees to 
arbitration.’’. 

ø(2) Subsection (b)(6) of section 14708 is de-
leted, and subsections (b)(7) and (b)(8) are re-
designated as subsections (b)(6) and (b)(7), re-
spectively. 

ø(b)(1) Chapter 147 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding new section 14710 
at the end, to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 14710. Enforcement by State attorneys 

general 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A State, as parens 

patriae, may bring a civil action on behalf of 
its residents in an appropriate district court 
of the United States to enforce this part, or 
a regulation or order of the Secretary or 
Board, as applicable, or to impose the civil 
penalties authorized by this part or such reg-
ulation or order, whenever the attorney gen-
eral of the State has reason to believe that 
the interests of the residents of the State 
have been or are being threatened or ad-
versely affected by (1) a carrier or broker 
providing transportation subject to jurisdic-
tion under subchapter I or III of chapter 135 
of this title, or (2) a foreign motor carrier 
providing transportation registered under 
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section 13902 of this title, that is engaged in 
household goods transportation that violates 
this part or a regulation or order of the Sec-
retary or Board, as applicable. 

ø‘‘(b) NOTICE.—The State shall serve prior 
written notice of any civil action under sub-
section (a) or (e)(2) upon the Secretary or 
Board, as applicable, and provide the Sec-
retary or Board with a copy of its complaint, 
except that if it is not feasible for the State 
to provide such prior notice, the State shall 
serve such notice immediately upon insti-
tuting such action. Upon receiving a notice 
respecting a civil action, the Secretary or 
Board shall have the right—

ø‘‘(1) to intervene in such action; 
ø‘‘(2) upon so intervening, to be heard on 

all matters arising therein; and 
ø‘‘(3) to file petitions for appeal. 
ø‘‘(c) CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes of 

bringing any civil action under subsection 
(a), nothing in this Act shall prevent an at-
torney general from exercising the powers 
conferred on the attorney general by the 
laws of such State to conduct investigations 
or to administer oaths or affirmations or to 
compel the attendance of witnesses or the 
production of documentary and other evi-
dence. 

ø‘‘(d) VENUE; SERVICE OF PROCESS.—In a 
civil action brought under subsection (a) of 
this section—

ø‘‘(1) trial is in the judicial district in 
which—

ø‘‘(A) the carrier, foreign motor carrier, or 
broker operates; 

ø‘‘(B) the carrier, foreign motor carrier, or 
broker was authorized to provide transpor-
tation or service under this part when the 
violation occurred; or

ø‘‘(C) the offender is found; 
ø‘‘(2) process may be served without regard 

to the territorial limits of the district or of 
the State in which the action is instituted; 
and 

ø‘‘(3) a person participating with a carrier 
or broker in a violation may be joined in the 
civil action without regard to the residence 
of the person. 

ø‘‘(e) ACTIONS BY OTHER STATE OFFICIALS.—
ø‘‘(1) Nothing contained in this section 

shall prohibit an authorized State official 
from proceeding in State court on the basis 
of an alleged violation of any criminal stat-
ute of such State. 

ø‘‘(2) In addition to actions brought by an 
attorney general of a State under subsection 
(a), such an action may be brought by offi-
cers of such State who are authorized by the 
State to bring actions in such State on be-
half of its residents.’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 147 of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
14709 the following:

ø‘‘14710. Enforcement by State attorneys 
general.’’.

øSEC. 4007. REGISTRATION OF COMMERCIAL 
MOTOR CARRIERS, FREIGHT FOR-
WARDERS, AND BROKERS. 

ø(a) Sections 13102(6), (7), (12) and (13) of 
title 49, United States Code, are amended to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(6) FOREIGN MOTOR CARRIER.—The term 
‘foreign motor carrier’ means a person (in-
cluding a motor carrier of property but ex-
cluding a motor private carrier)— 

ø‘‘(A)(i) that is domiciled in a contiguous 
foreign country; or 

ø‘‘(ii) that is owned or controlled by per-
sons of a contiguous foreign country; and 

ø‘‘(B) in the case of a person that is not a 
motor carrier of property, that provides 
interstate transportation of property by 
commercial motor vehicle, as defined in sec-
tion 31132(1) of this title, under an agreement 

or contract entered into with a motor carrier 
of property (other than a motor private car-
rier or a motor carrier of property described 
in subparagraph (A)). 

ø‘‘(7) FOREIGN MOTOR PRIVATE CARRIER.—
The term ‘foreign motor private carrier’ 
means a person (including a motor private 
carrier but excluding a motor carrier of 
property)—

ø‘‘(A)(i) that is domiciled in a contiguous 
foreign country; or 

ø‘‘(ii) that is owned or controlled by per-
sons of a contiguous foreign country; and 

ø‘‘(B) in the case of a person that is not a 
motor private carrier, that provides inter-
state transportation of property by commer-
cial motor vehicle, as defined in section 
31132(1) of this title, under an agreement or 
contract entered into with a person (other 
than a motor carrier of property or a motor 
private carrier described in subparagraph 
(A)).’’

ø‘‘(12) MOTOR CARRIER.—The term ‘motor 
carrier’ means a person providing transpor-
tation for compensation by commercial 
motor vehicle, as defined in section 31132(1) 
of this title. 

ø‘‘(13) MOTOR PRIVATE CARRIER.—The term 
‘motor private carrier’ means a person, other 
than a motor carrier, transporting property 
by commercial motor vehicle, as defined in 
section 31132(1) of this title, when— 

ø‘‘(A) the transportation is as provided in 
section 13501 of this title; 

ø‘‘(B) the person is the owner, lessee, or 
bailee of the property being transported; and 

ø‘‘(C) the property is being transported for 
sale, lease, rent, or bailment or to further a 
commercial enterprise.’’. 

ø(b) Section 13903(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation 

shall register a person to provide service sub-
ject to jurisdiction under subchapter III of 
chapter 135 as a freight forwarder of house-
hold goods if the Secretary finds that the 
person is fit, willing, and able to provide the 
service and to comply with this part and ap-
plicable regulations of the Secretary and the 
Board. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may register a person 
to provide service subject to jurisdiction 
under subchapter III of chapter 135 as a 
freight forwarder if the Secretary finds that 
such registration is needed for the protection 
of shippers and that the person is fit, willing, 
and able to provide the service and to com-
ply with this part and applicable regulations 
of the Secretary and Board.’’. 

ø(c) Section 13904(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation 

shall register, subject to section 13906(b), a 
person to be a broker for transportation of 
household goods subject to jurisdiction 
under subchapter I of chapter 135, if the Sec-
retary finds that the person is fit, willing, 
and able to be a broker for transportation of 
household goods and to comply with this 
part and applicable regulations of the Sec-
retary. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may register, subject 
to section 13906(b), a person to be a broker 
for transportation of other property subject 
to jurisdiction under subchapter I of chapter 
135, if the Secretary finds that such registra-
tion is needed for the protection of shippers 
and that the person is fit, willing, and able 
to be a broker for transportation and to com-
ply with this part and applicable regulations 
of the Secretary.’’. 
øSEC. 4008. FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR PRI-

VATE MOTOR CARRIERS.
ø(a)(1) Section 31138(a) of title 49, United 

States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary of Transportation shall prescribe reg-
ulations to require minimum levels of finan-
cial responsibility sufficient to satisfy liabil-
ity amounts established by the Secretary 
covering public liability and property dam-
age for the transportation of passengers by 
motor vehicle in the United States between 
a place in a State and—

ø‘‘(1) a place in another State; 
ø‘‘(2) another place in the same State 

through a place outside of that State; or 
ø‘‘(3) a place outside the United States.’’. 
ø(2) Section 31138(c) of title 49, United 

States Code, is amended by adding paragraph 
(4) at the end, to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(4) The Secretary may require a person, 
other than a motor carrier as defined in sec-
tion 13102(12) of this title, transporting pas-
sengers by motor vehicle to file with the 
Secretary the evidence of financial responsi-
bility specified in subsection (c)(1) of this 
section in an amount not less than that re-
quired by this section, and the laws of the 
State or States in which the person is oper-
ating, to the extent applicable. The amount 
of the financial responsibility must be suffi-
cient to pay, not more than the amount of 
the financial responsibility, for each final 
judgment against the person for bodily in-
jury to, or death of, an individual resulting 
from the negligent operation, maintenance, 
or use of motor vehicles, or for loss or dam-
age to property, or both.’’. 

ø(b)(1) Section 31139(b)(1) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS AND MIN-
IMUM AMOUNT.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation 
shall prescribe regulations to require min-
imum levels of financial responsibility suffi-
cient to satisfy liability amounts established 
by the Secretary covering public liability, 
property damage, and environmental res-
toration for the transportation of property 
by motor vehicle in the United States be-
tween a place in a State and—

ø‘‘(A) a place in another State; 
ø‘‘(B) another place in the same State 

through a place outside of that State; or 
ø‘‘(C) a place outside the United States.’’. 
ø(2) Subsections (c) through (g) of section 

31139 of title 49, United States Code, are re-
designated as subsections (d) through (h), 
and new subsection (c) is inserted after sub-
section (b), to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(c) FILING OF EVIDENCE OF FINANCIAL RE-
SPONSIBILITY.—The Secretary may require a 
motor private carrier, as defined in section 
13102 of this title, to file with the Secretary 
the evidence of financial responsibility speci-
fied in subsection (b) of this section in an 
amount not less than that required by this 
section, and the laws of the State or States 
in which the motor private carrier is oper-
ating, to the extent applicable. The amount 
of the financial responsibility must be suffi-
cient to pay, not more than the amount of 
the financial responsibility, for each final 
judgment against the motor private carrier 
for bodily injury to, or death of, an indi-
vidual resulting from negligent operation, 
maintenance, or use of motor vehicles, or for 
loss or damage to property, or both.’’. 
øSEC. 4009. INCREASED PENALTIES FOR OUT-OF-

SERVICE VIOLATIONS AND FALSE 
RECORDS. 

ø(a) Section 521(b)(2)(B) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(B) RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING VIO-
LATIONS.—A person required to make a re-
port to the Secretary, answer a question, or 
make, prepare, or preserve a record under 
section 504 of this title or under any regula-
tion issued by the Secretary pursuant to sub-
chapter III of chapter 311 (except sections 
31138 and 31139) or section 31502 of this title 
about transportation by motor carrier, 
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motor carrier of migrant workers, or motor 
private carrier, or an officer, agent, or em-
ployee of that person—

ø‘‘(i) who does not make that report, does 
not specifically, completely, and truthfully 
answer that question in 30 days from the 
date the Secretary requires the question to 
be answered, or does not make, prepare, or 
preserve that record in the form and manner 
prescribed by the Secretary, shall be liable 
to the United States for a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed $1,000 for each offense, 
and each day of the violation shall con-
stitute a separate offense, except that the 
total of all civil penalties assessed against 
any violator for all offenses related to any 
single violation shall not exceed $10,000; or 

ø‘‘(ii) who knowingly falsifies, destroys, 
mutilates, or changes a required report or 
record, knowingly files a false report with 
the Secretary, knowingly makes or causes or 
permits to be made a false or incomplete 
entry in that record about an operation or 
business fact or transaction, or knowingly 
makes, prepares, or preserves a record in vio-
lation of a regulation or order of the Sec-
retary, shall be liable to the United States 
for a civil penalty in an amount not to ex-
ceed $10,000 for each violation, if any such 
action can be shown to have misrepresented 
a fact that constitutes a violation other than 
a reporting or recordkeeping violation.’’. 

ø(b) Section 31310(i)(2) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary shall prescribe regula-
tions establishing sanctions and penalties re-
lated to violations of out-of-service orders by 
individuals operating commercial motor ve-
hicles. The regulations shall require at least 
that—

ø‘‘(A) an operator of a commercial motor 
vehicle found to have committed a first vio-
lation of an out-of-service order shall be dis-
qualified from operating such a vehicle for at 
least 180 days and liable for a civil penalty of 
at least $2,500; 

ø‘‘(B) an operator of a commercial motor 
vehicle found to have committed a second 
violation of an out-of-service order shall be
disqualified from operating such a vehicle 
for at least 2 years and not more than 5 years 
and liable for a civil penalty of at least 
$5,000; 

ø‘‘(C) an employer that knowingly allows 
or requires an employee to operate a com-
mercial motor vehicle in violation of an out-
of-service order shall be liable for a civil pen-
alty of not more than $25,000; and 

ø‘‘(D) an employer that knowingly and 
willfully allows or requires an employee to 
operate a commercial motor vehicle in viola-
tion of an out-of-service order shall, upon 
conviction, be subject for each offense to im-
prisonment for a term not to exceed one year 
or a fine under title 18, United States Code, 
or both.’’. 

øSEC. 4010. ELIMINATION OF COMMODITY AND 
SERVICE EXEMPTIONS. 

ø(a) Section 13506(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended—

ø(1) by deleting paragraphs (2), (6), (11), 
(12), (13), and (15); and 

ø(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3), (4), 
(5), (7), (8), (9), (10), and (14) as paragraphs (2), 
(3), (4), (5), (6), (7), (8), and (9), respectively. 

ø(b) The first sentence of section 13507 of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: ‘‘A motor carrier of property 
providing transportation exempt from juris-
diction under paragraph (6) of section 
13506(a) may transport property under such 
paragraph in the same vehicle and at the 
same time as property which the carrier is 
authorized to transport under a registration 
issued under section 13902(a).’’. 

øSEC. 4011. INTRASTATE OPERATIONS OF INTER-
STATE MOTOR CARRIERS. 

ø(a) Subsection (a) of section 31144 of title 
49, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—
ø‘‘(1) determine whether an owner or oper-

ator is fit to operate safely commercial 
motor vehicles, utilizing among other things 
the accident record of an owner or operator 
operating in interstate commerce and the 
accident record and safety inspection record 
of such owner or operator in operations that 
affect interstate commerce; 

ø‘‘(2) periodically update such safety fit-
ness determinations; 

ø‘‘(3) make such final safety fitness deter-
minations readily available to the public; 
and 

ø‘‘(4) prescribe by regulation penalties for 
violations of this section consistent with 
section 521.’’. 

ø(b) Subsection (c) of section 31144 of title 
49, United States Code, is amended by adding 
new paragraph (5) at the end, to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘(5) TRANSPORTATION AFFECTING INTER-
STATE COMMERCE.—Owners or operators of 
commercial motor vehicles prohibited from 
operating in interstate commerce pursuant 
to paragraphs (1) through (3) of this section 
may not operate any commercial motor ve-
hicle that affects interstate commerce until 
the Secretary determines that such owner or 
operator is fit.’’. 

ø(c) Subsections (d) and (e) of section 31144 
of title 49, United States Code, are redesig-
nated as subsections (e) and (f), respectively, 
and new subsection (d) is added after sub-
section (c), to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(d) DETERMINATION OF UNFITNESS BY A 
STATE.—If a State that receives Motor Car-
rier Safety Assistance Program funds pursu-
ant to section 31102 of this title determines, 
by applying the standards prescribed by the 
Secretary under subsection (b) of this sec-
tion, that an owner or operator of commer-
cial motor vehicles that has its principal 
place of business in that State and operates 
in intrastate commerce is unfit under such 
standards and prohibits the owner or oper-
ator from operating such vehicles in the 
State, the Secretary shall prohibit the owner 
or operator from operating such vehicles in 
interstate commerce until the State deter-
mines that the owner or operator is fit.’’. 
øSEC. 4012. AUTHORITY TO STOP COMMERCIAL 

MOTOR VEHICLES. 

ø(a) Chapter 2 of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end new 
section 38, to read as follows: 

ø‘‘§ 38. Commercial motor vehicles required to 
stop for inspections 
ø‘‘(a) A driver of a commercial motor vehi-

cle, as defined in 49 U.S.C. 31132(1), shall stop 
and submit to inspection of the vehicle, driv-
er, cargo, and required records when directed 
to do so by a uniformed special agent of the 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, at or in 
the vicinity of an inspection site. The driver 
shall not leave the inspection site until au-
thorized to do so by an agent. 

ø‘‘(b) A driver of a commercial motor vehi-
cle, as defined in subsection (a), who know-
ingly fails to stop for inspection when di-
rected to do so by a uniformed special agent 
of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Admin-
istration at or in the vicinity of an inspec-
tion site, or leaves the inspection site with-
out authorization, shall be fined under this 
title or imprisoned not more than one year, 
or both.’’. 

ø(b) Chapter 203 of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end new 
section 3064, to read as follows: 

ø‘‘§ 3064. Powers of Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration 
ø‘‘Uniformed special agents of the Federal 

Motor Carrier Safety Administration may 
direct a driver of a commercial motor vehi-
cle, as defined in 49 U.S.C. 31132(1), to stop 
for inspection of the vehicle, driver, cargo, 
and required records at or in the vicinity of 
an inspection site.’’. 

ø(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) The table of sections at the beginning 

of chapter 2 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 37 the following:
ø‘‘38. Commercial motor vehicles required to 

stop for inspections.’’.

ø(2) The table of sections at the beginning 
of chapter 203 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 3063 the following:
ø‘‘3064. Powers of the Federal Motor Carrier 

Safety Administration.’’.
øSEC. 4013. PATTERN OF SAFETY VIOLATIONS BY 

MOTOR CARRIER MANAGEMENT. 
ø(a) Section 31135 of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended by designating the existing 
text as subsection ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ and 
adding new subsections (b), (c), (d), and (e), 
to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) PATTERN OF NONCOMPLIANCE.—If an 
officer of a motor carrier engages in a pat-
tern or practice of avoiding compliance, or 
masking or otherwise concealing non-com-
pliance, with regulations on commercial 
motor vehicle safety prescribed under this 
subchapter, the Secretary may suspend, 
amend, or revoke any part of the motor car-
rier’s registration under section 13905 of this 
title. 

ø‘‘(c) LIST OF PROPOSED OFFICERS.—Each 
person seeking registration as a motor car-
rier under section 13902 of this title shall 
submit a list of the proposed officers of the 
motor carrier. If the Secretary determines 
that any of the proposed officers has pre-
viously engaged in a pattern or practice of 
avoiding compliance, or masking or other-
wise concealing non-compliance, with regu-
lations on commercial motor vehicle safety 
prescribed under this chapter, the Secretary 
may deny the person’s application for reg-
istration as a motor carrier under section 
13902(a)(3). 

ø‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
by regulation establish standards to imple-
ment subsections (b) and (c). 

ø‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section — 
ø‘‘(1) ‘motor carrier’ has the same meaning 

as in section 13102(12) of this title; and 
ø‘‘(2) ‘officer’ means an owner, chief execu-

tive officer, chief operating officer, chief fi-
nancial officer, safety director, vehicle main-
tenance supervisor and driver supervisor of a 
motor carrier, regardless of the title at-
tached to those functions.’’. 

ø(b) Section 13902(a)(1)(B) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(B) any safety regulations imposed by 
the Secretary; the duties of employers and 
employees established by the Secretary 
under section 31135; and the safety fitness re-
quirements established by the Secretary 
under section 31144; and’’. 
øSEC. 4014. MOTOR CARRIER RESEARCH AND 

TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 49, United States 

Code, is amended by repealing section 31108 
and inserting the following new section, to 
read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 31108. Motor carrier research and tech-

nology program 
ø‘‘(a) RESEARCH, TECHNOLOGY AND TECH-

NOLOGY TRANSFER ACTIVITIES.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation 

shall establish and carry out a motor carrier 
research and technology program. The Sec-
retary may carry out research, development, 
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technology, and technology transfer activi-
ties with respect to—

ø‘‘(A) the causes of accidents, injuries and 
fatalities involving commercial motor vehi-
cles; and 

ø‘‘(B) means of reducing the number and 
severity of accidents, injuries and fatalities 
involving commercial motor vehicles. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may test, develop, or 
assist in testing and developing any mate-
rial, invention, patented article, or process 
related to the research and technology pro-
gram. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may use the funds ap-
propriated to carry out this section for 
training or education of commercial motor 
vehicle safety personnel, including, but not 
limited to, training in accident reconstruc-
tion and detection of controlled substances 
or other contraband, and stolen cargo or ve-
hicles. 

ø‘‘(4) The Secretary may carry out this 
section—

ø‘‘(A) independently; 
ø‘‘(B) in cooperation with other Federal de-

partments, agencies, and instrumentalities 
and Federal laboratories; or 

ø‘‘(C) by making grants to, or entering into 
contracts, cooperative agreements, and other 
transactions with, any Federal laboratory, 
State agency, authority, association, insti-
tution, for-profit or non-profit corporation, 
organization, foreign country, or person. 

ø‘‘(5) The Secretary shall use funds made 
available to carry out this section to de-
velop, administer, communicate, and pro-
mote the use of products of research, tech-
nology, and technology transfer programs 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(b) COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT.—

ø(1) To advance innovative solutions to 
problems involving commercial motor vehi-
cle and motor carrier safety, security, and 
efficiency, and to stimulate the deployment 
of emerging technology, the Secretary may 
carry out, on a cost-shared basis, collabo-
rative research and development with— 

ø‘‘(A) non-Federal entities, including State 
and local governments, foreign governments, 
colleges and universities, corporations, insti-
tutions, partnerships, and sole proprietor-
ships that are incorporated or established 
under the laws of any State; and 

ø‘‘(B) Federal laboratories. 
ø‘‘(2) In carrying out this subsection, the 

Secretary may enter into cooperative re-
search and development agreements (as de-
fined in section 12 of the Stevenson-Wydler 
Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3710a)). 

ø‘‘(3)(A) The Federal share of the cost of 
activities carried out under a cooperative re-
search and development agreement entered 
into under this subsection shall not exceed 50 
percent, except that if there is substantial 
public interest or benefit, the Secretary may 
approve a greater Federal share. 

ø‘‘(B) All costs directly incurred by the 
non-Federal partners, including personnel, 
travel, and hardware or software develop-
ment costs, shall be credited toward the non-
Federal share of the cost of the activities de-
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

ø‘‘(4) The research, development, or use of 
a technology under a cooperative research 
and development agreement entered into 
under this subsection, including the terms 
under which the technology may be licensed
and the resulting royalties may be distrib-
uted, shall be subject to the Stevenson-
Wydler Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 
U.S.C. 3701 et seq.). 

ø‘‘(5) Section 3705 of title 41, United States 
Code, shall not apply to a contract or agree-
ment entered into under this section. 

ø‘‘(c) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—The 
amounts made available under section 

4001(b) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 to carry out this section shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø‘‘(d) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—Approval by 
the Secretary of a grant with funds made 
available under section 4001(b) of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act of 2003 to carry out this 
section imposes upon the United States Gov-
ernment a contractual obligation for pay-
ment of the Government’s share of costs in-
curred in carrying out the objectives of the 
grant.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table 
of sections at the beginning of chapter 311 of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
revising the item relating to section 31108 to 
read as follows:
ø‘‘31108. Motor carrier research and tech-

nology program.’’.
øSEC. 4015. INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION. 

ø(a) Chapter 311 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting at the end the 
following: 

ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER IV—MISCELLANEOUS 
ø‘‘§ 31161. International cooperation 

ø‘‘The Secretary is authorized to use funds 
appropriated under section 31104(i) of this 
title to participate and cooperate in inter-
national activities to enhance motor carrier, 
driver, and highway safety by such means as 
exchanging information, conducting re-
search; and examining needs, best practices, 
and new technology.’’. 

ø(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 311 of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following:

ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER IV—MISCELLANEOUS 
ø‘‘31161. International cooperation.’’.
øSEC. 4016. PERFORMANCE AND REGISTRATION 

INFORMATION SYSTEM MANAGE-
MENT (PRISM). 

ø(a) Paragraphs (2) and (3) of section 
31106(b) of title 49, United States Code, are 
amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(2) The program shall link Federal motor 
carrier safety information systems with 
State commercial vehicle registration and li-
censing systems and shall be designed to en-
able a State to—

ø‘‘(A) determine the safety fitness of a 
motor carrier or registrant when licensing or 
registering the registrant or motor carrier or 
while the license or registration is in effect; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) deny, suspend, or revoke the com-
mercial motor vehicle registrations of a 
motor carrier or registrant that has been 
issued an operations out-of-service order by 
the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary shall require States, as 
a condition of participation in the program, 
to—

ø‘‘(A) comply with the uniform policies, 
procedures, and technical and operational 
standards prescribed by the Secretary under 
subsection (a)(4); and 

ø‘‘(B) possess or seek the authority to 
deny, suspend, or revoke commercial motor 
vehicle registrations based on the issuance of 
an operations out-of-service order by the 
Secretary.’’. 

ø(b) DELETION.—Paragraph (4) of section 
31106(b) of title 49, United States Code, is de-
leted. 

ø(c) PERFORMANCE AND REGISTRATION IN-
FORMATION SYSTEM MANAGEMENT GRANTS.—

ø(1) Chapter 311 of title 49, United States 
Code, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended by adding a new section after sec-
tion 31108, to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 31109. Performance and Registration In-

formation System Management (PRISM) 
ø‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—From the funds author-

ized by section 4001(c)(3) of the Safe, Ac-

countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Secretary may 
make a grant in a fiscal year to a State to 
implement the Performance and Registra-
tion Information System Management re-
quirements of 49 U.S.C. 31106(b). 

ø‘‘(b) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
made available to a State under section 
4001(c)(3) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003 to carry out this section shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø‘‘(c) SECRETARY’S APPROVAL.—Approval 
by the Secretary of a grant to a State under 
section 4001(c)(3) of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003 to carry out this section is 
a contractual obligation of the Government 
for payment of the amount of the grant.’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 311 of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended after 
the item relating to section 31108 by adding 
the following:
ø‘‘31109. Performance and Registration Infor-

mation System Management 
(PRISM).’’.

øSEC. 4017. INFORMATION SYSTEMS AND DATA 
ANALYSIS. 

øThe Secretary of Transportation shall 
carry out a program to improve the collec-
tion and analysis of safety data on, including 
crash causation involving, commercial 
motor vehicles. 
øSEC. 4018. OUTREACH AND EDUCATION. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct an outreach and education program to 
be administered by the Federal Motor Car-
rier Safety Administration. The program 
shall include expanded implementation of 
the ‘‘Share the Road Safely’’ and ‘‘Safety is 
Good Business’’ programs. The Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration shall 
establish programs to directly educate the 
industry and public about the requirements 
of new and existing regulatory requirements. 
The Secretary, through the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration, may under-
take other outreach and education initia-
tives that may reduce the number of acci-
dents, injuries, and fatalities involving com-
mercial motor vehicles. 

ø(b) LIKELY RISK FACTORS.—The Secretary, 
through the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration, shall conduct an outreach 
program to identify the practices of commer-
cial motor vehicle drivers that are most 
likely to increase and decrease the risk of 
accidents. 
øTITLE V—TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 

AND EDUCATION 
øSubtitle A—Funding 

øSEC. 5101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The following sums are 
authorized to be appropriated out of the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account): 

ø(1) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH, 
DEVELOPMENT AND DEPLOYMENT PROGRAM.—
To carry out sections 502, 503, 506 and 507 of 
title 23, United States Code, and section 5206 
of this Act relating to research, develop-
ment, technology transfer, technology de-
ployment, and application activities, 
$199,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

ø(2) TRAINING AND EDUCATION.—For car-
rying out section 504 of title 23, United 
States Code, $26,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(3) BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION STATIS-
TICS.—For the Bureau of Transportation Sta-
tistics to carry out section 111 of title 49, 
United States Code, the following: 

ø(A) $31,568,000 for fiscal year 2004. 
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ø(B) $32,199,000 for fiscal year 2005. 
ø(C) $32,869,000 for fiscal year 2006. 
ø(D) $33,609,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
ø(E) $34,439,000 for fiscal year 2008. 
ø(F) $35,276,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
ø(4) UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION RE-

SEARCH.—For carrying out section 5505 of 
title 49, United States Code, $26,500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(5) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 
RESEARCH.—For carrying out the Intelligent 
Transportation Systems Act of 2003 under 
subtitle E of this title, $121,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

ø(b) COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH AND DEVEL-
OPMENT.—Section 502 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended—

ø(1) by striking subsection (b)(3); and 
ø(2) by redesignating subsections (b)(4) and 

(b)(5) as (b)(3) and (b)(4), respectively. 
ø(c) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23, UNITED 

STATES CODE.—Funds authorized to be appro-
priated by subsection (a) shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if such 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code, except that the 
Federal share of the cost of a project or ac-
tivity carried out using such funds shall be 
100 percent unless otherwise determined by 
the Secretary or specified otherwise in this 
Act, and such funds shall remain available 
until expended. 

øSubtitle B—Research, Technology, and 
Education 

øSEC. 5201. RESEARCH, TECHNOLOGY, AND EDU-
CATION. 

ø(a) RESEARCH, TECHNOLOGY, AND EDU-
CATION.—Title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

ø(1) in the table of chapters by striking—
ø‘‘5. Research and Technology ........... 501’’;

øand substituting—
ø‘‘5. Research, Technology, and Edu-

cation .......................................... 501’’;

øand 
ø(2) by striking the heading—

ø‘‘CHAPTER 5—RESEARCH AND 
TECHNOLOGY’’ 

øand inserting—
ø‘‘CHAPTER 5—RESEARCH, TECHNOLOGY, 

AND EDUCATION.’’. 
ø(b) STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES GOVERNING 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY INVESTMENTS.—
Section 502 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

ø(1) by redesignating subsections (a) 
through (g) as subsections (b) through (h), 
respectively; and 

ø(2) by inserting a new subsection (a) at 
the beginning, to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(a) BASIC PRINCIPLES GOVERNING RE-
SEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY INVESTMENTS.— 

ø‘‘(1) COVERAGE.—Surface transportation 
research and technology development (R&T) 
shall include all activities leading to tech-
nology development and transfer, as well as 
the introduction of new and innovative 
ideas, practices and approaches, through 
such mechanisms as field applications, edu-
cation and training, and technical support. 

ø‘‘(2) FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY.—Funding 
and conducting surface transportation re-
search and technology transfer activities 
shall be considered a basic responsibility of 
the Federal Government when—

ø‘‘(A) the work is of national significance; 
ø‘‘(B) it supports research in which there is 

a clear public benefit and private sector in-
vestment is less than optimal due to market 
failure; 

ø‘‘(C) it supports a Federal stewardship 
role in assuring that state and local govern-
ments use national resources efficiently; or 

ø‘‘(D) it presents the best means to support 
Federal policy goals compared to other pol-
icy alternatives. 

ø‘‘(3) ROLE.—Consistent with these Federal 
responsibilities, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall—

ø‘‘(A) conduct research; 
ø‘‘(B) support and facilitate research and 

technology transfer activities by state high-
way agencies; 

ø‘‘(C) share results of completed research; 
and 

ø‘‘(D) support and facilitate technology 
and innovation deployment. 

ø‘‘(4) PROGRAM CONTENT.—A surface trans-
portation research program shall include—

ø‘‘(A) fundamental, long-term highway re-
search; 

ø‘‘(B) research aimed at significant high-
way research gaps, and emerging issues with 
national implications; and 

ø‘‘(C) research related to policy and plan-
ning. 

ø‘‘(5) STAKEHOLDER INPUT.—Federally spon-
sored surface transportation R&T activities 
shall address the needs of partners and 
stakeholders, and provide for stakeholder 
input in preparation of a strategic plan for 
surface transportation R&T. 

ø‘‘(6) COMPETITION.—To the greatest extent 
possible, investment decisions for surface 
transportation R&T activities shall be based 
on the well-established principles of com-
petition and merit review. 

ø‘‘(7) PERFORMANCE REVIEW.—Surface 
transportation R&T activities shall include a 
component of performance measurement.’’. 

ø(c) TRANSPORTATION POOLED FUND PRO-
GRAM.—Section 502(b) of title 23, United 
States Code, as redesignated by this Act, is 
amended by inserting the following at the 
end: 

ø‘‘(6) POOLED FUNDING.— 
ø‘‘(A) To promote effective utilization of 

available resources, the Secretary may co-
operate with the States and other appro-
priate agencies in funding research, develop-
ment, and technology transfer activities of 
mutual interest on a pooled funds basis. 

ø‘‘(B) The Secretary may enter into con-
tracts, cooperative agreements, grants, and 
other transactions as agent for all partici-
pating parties in carrying out such research, 
development, or technology transfer.’’. 

ø(d) OPERATIONS ELEMENTS IN RESEARCH 
ACTIVITIES.—Section 502 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (b)(1), as redesignated by 
this Act, by striking subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) and inserting the following: 

ø‘‘(B) all phases of transportation planning 
and development (including construction, 
transportation system management and op-
erations, modernization, development, de-
sign, maintenance, safety, financing, and 
traffic conditions); 

ø‘‘(C) freight security processes and proce-
dures; and 

ø‘‘(D) the effect of State laws on the activi-
ties described in subparagraphs (A) and (B).’’; 

ø(2) in subsection (d)(5)(C), as redesignated 
by this Act, by inserting ‘‘system manage-
ment and’’ after ‘‘transportation’’; and 

ø(3) in subsection (d), as redesignated by 
this Act, by inserting at the end: 

ø‘‘(12) Investigation and development of 
various operational methodologies to reduce 
the occurrence and impact of recurrent con-
gestion and non-recurrent congestion, and 
increase transportation system reliability. 

ø‘‘(13) Investigate processes, procedures, 
and technologies to secure container and 
hazardous material transport, including the 
evaluation of regulations, liability, terrorist 
countermeasures, and the impact of good se-
curity practices on commerce and produc-
tivity. 

ø‘‘(14) Research, development, and tech-
nology transfer related to asset manage-
ment.’’. 

ø(e) TURNER-FAIRBANK HIGHWAY RESEARCH 
CENTER.—Section 502 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting at the 
end the following: 

ø‘‘(i) TURNER-FAIRBANK HIGHWAY RESEARCH 
CENTER.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall op-
erate in the Federal Highway Administra-
tion a Turner-Fairbank Highway Research 
Center. 

ø‘‘(2) USES OF THE CENTER.—The Turner-
Fairbank Highway Research Center shall 
support the—

ø‘‘(A) conduct of highway research and de-
velopment related to new highway tech-
nology; 

ø‘‘(B) development of understandings, 
tools, and techniques that provide solutions 
to complex technical problems through the 
development of economical and environ-
mentally sensitive designs, efficient and 
quality controlled construction practices, 
and durable materials; and 

ø‘‘(C) development of innovative highway 
products and practices.’’. 

ø(f) EXPLORATORY ADVANCED RESEARCH 
PROGRAM.—Section 502 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking sub-
section (e), as redesignated by this Act, and 
inserting the following: 

ø‘‘(e) EXPLORATORY ADVANCED RESEARCH.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish an exploratory advanced research 
program, consistent with the surface trans-
portation research and technology develop-
ment strategic plan developed under section 
508, that involves and draws upon basic re-
search results to provide a better under-
standing of problems and develop innovative 
solutions. The phrase ‘‘exploratory advanced 
research’’ conveys a more fundamental char-
acter, broader objective, multi-disciplinary 
nature, and greater uncertainty in expected 
outcomes than found in problem-solving re-
search. In carrying out the program, the Sec-
retary shall strive to develop partnerships 
with the public and private sectors. 

ø‘‘(2) RESEARCH AREAS.—In carrying out 
the program, the Secretary may make 
grants and enter into cooperative agree-
ments and contracts in such areas of surface 
transportation research and technology as 
the Secretary determines appropriate, in-
cluding the following:

ø‘‘(A) Characterization of materials used in 
highway infrastructure, including analytical 
techniques, microstructure modeling, and 
the deterioration processes. 

ø‘‘(B) Assessing the effects of transpor-
tation decisions on human health. 

ø‘‘(C) Development of surrogate measures 
of safety. 

ø‘‘(D) Environmental research. 
ø‘‘(E) Data acquisition techniques for sys-

tem condition and performance monitoring. 
ø‘‘(F) System performance data and infor-

mation processing needed to assess the day-
to-day operational performance of the sys-
tem in support of hour-to-hour operational 
decision making.’’. 

ø(g) AUTHORITY TO PURCHASE PROMOTIONAL 
ITEMS.—Section 503 of title 23, United States 
Code, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended by inserting the following at the 
end: 

ø‘‘(e) PROMOTIONAL AUTHORITY.—Funds au-
thorized to be appropriated under this or any 
other Act for necessary expenses for admin-
istration and operation of the Federal High-
way Administration shall be available to 
purchase promotional items of nominal 
value for use in the recruitment of individ-
uals and to promote the programs of the 
Federal Highway Administration.’’. 

ø(h) FACILITATING TRANSPORTATION RE-
SEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY DEPLOYMENT PART-
NERSHIPS.—Section 502(c) of title 23, United 
States Code, as redesignated by this Act, is 
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amended by striking paragraph (2) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(2) COOPERATION, GRANTS, CONTRACTS AND 
AGREEMENTS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary may directly 
initiate contracts, cooperative research and 
development agreements (as defined in sec-
tion 12 of the Stevenson-Wydler Technology 
Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3710a)), and 
other transactions to fund, and accept funds 
from, the National Research Council/ Trans-
portation Research Board, American Asso-
ciation of State Highway and Transportation 
Officials, State Departments of Transpor-
tation, cities, and counties, and their agents 
to conduct joint transportation research and 
technology efforts.’’. 

ø(i) LONG-TERM PAVEMENT PERFORMANCE 
PROGRAM.—

ø(1) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH.—
Chapter 5 of title 23, United States Code is 
amended by adding after section 504 the fol-
lowing: 
ø‘‘§ 505. Surface transportation research 

ø‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation shall complete the 20-year long-
term pavement performance program tests 
initiated under the strategic highway re-
search program established under section 
307(d) (as in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of this section) and continued 
by the Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act of 1991 and the Transportation 
Equity Act For The 21st Century. 

ø‘‘(b) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, 
AND CONTRACTS.—Under the program, the 
Secretary shall make grants and enter into 
cooperative agreements and contracts to— 

ø‘‘(1) monitor, material-test, and evaluate 
highway test sections in existence as of the 
date of the grant, agreement, or contract; 

ø‘‘(2) analyze the data obtained in carrying 
out subparagraph (A); and 

ø‘‘(3) prepare products to fulfill program 
objectives and meet future pavement tech-
nology needs.’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 5 of title 23 is amended by 
inserting after item 504 the following:
ø‘‘505. Surface transportation research.’’.

ø(j) PROCUREMENT FOR RESEARCH, DEVELOP-
MENT, AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER ACTIVI-
TIES.—Section 502(b) of title 23, United 
States Code, as redesignated by this Act, is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(3) COOPERATION, GRANTS, AND CON-
TRACTS.—The Secretary may carry out re-
search, development, and technology trans-
fer activities related to transportation— 

ø‘‘(A) independently; 
ø‘‘(B) in cooperation with other Federal de-

partments, agencies, and instrumentalities 
and Federal laboratories; or 

ø‘‘(C) by making grants to, or entering into 
contracts, cooperative agreements, and other 
transactions with the following: the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, the American 
Association of State Highway and Transpor-
tation Officials, or any Federal laboratory, 
Federal agency, State agency, authority, as-
sociation, institution, for-profit or nonprofit 
corporation, organization, foreign country, 
or person.’’. 

ø(k) INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT NEEDS 
REPORT.—

ø(1) TITLE 23 AMENDMENT.—Section 502(h)(1) 
of title 23, United States Code, as redesig-
nated by this Act, is amended by striking 
‘‘Not later than January 31, 1999, and Janu-
ary 31 of every second year thereafter,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Not later than July 31, 2004, and 
July 31 of every second year thereafter,’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO TITLE 49, 
UNITED STATES CODE.—Section 308(e)(1) of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘in March 1998, and in March of 

each even-numbered year thereafter’’ and in-
serting ‘‘not later than July 31, 2004, and 
July 31 of every second year thereafter,’’. 
øSEC. 5202. SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ENVI-

RONMENT AND PLANNING COOPER-
ATIVE RESEARCH PROGRAM. 

ø(a) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ENVIRON-
MENT AND PLANNING COOPERATIVE RESEARCH 
PROGRAM.—Chapter 5 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking section 
507 and inserting the following: 
ø‘‘§ 507. Surface transportation environment 

and planning cooperative research pro-
gram
ø‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish and support a collaborative, public-
private surface transportation environment 
and planning cooperative research program. 

ø‘‘(b) AGREEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
enter into an agreement with the National 
Academy of Sciences or other organization 
to support and carry out administrative and 
management activities relating to the gov-
ernance of the surface transportation envi-
ronment and planning cooperative research 
program. 

ø‘‘(c) ADVISORY BOARD.—The organization 
described in subsection (b) shall select an ad-
visory board drawn from core partners that 
represent environment, transportation, and 
neutral interests, including the Department 
of Transportation, other Federal agencies, 
the States, local governments, nonprofit en-
tities, academia, and the private sector. 

ø‘‘(d) GOVERNANCE.—The surface transpor-
tation environment and planning coopera-
tive research program established under this 
section shall include the following adminis-
trative and management elements: 

ø‘‘(1) NATIONAL RESEARCH AGENDA.—The ad-
visory board, in consultation with core part-
ners and other stakeholders, shall develop 
and periodically update a national research 
agenda for the surface transportation envi-
ronment and planning cooperative research 
program. The national research agenda shall 
include a multi-year strategic plan. 

ø‘‘(2) STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT.—Stake-
holders may: 

ø‘‘(A) submit research proposals; 
ø‘‘(B) participate in merit reviews of re-

search proposals and peer reviews of research 
products; and 

ø‘‘(C) receive research results. 
ø‘‘(3) OPEN COMPETITION AND PEER REVIEW 

OF RESEARCH PROPOSALS.—The organization 
described in subsection (b) may award re-
search contracts and grants through open 
competition and merit review conducted on 
a regular basis. 

ø‘‘(4) EVALUATION OF RESEARCH.—
ø‘‘(A) PEER REVIEW.—Research contracts 

and grants may allow peer review of the re-
search results. 

ø‘‘(B) PROGRAMMATIC EVALUATIONS.—The 
organization described in subsection (b) may 
conduct periodic programmatic evaluations 
on a regular basis. 

ø‘‘(5) DISSEMINATION OF RESEARCH FIND-
INGS.—The organization described in sub-
section (b) shall disseminate research find-
ings to researchers, practitioners, and deci-
sion-makers, through conferences and semi-
nars, field demonstrations, workshops, train-
ing programs, presentations, testimony to 
Government officials, world wide web, and 
publications for the general public. 

ø‘‘(e) CONTENTS.—The national research 
agenda for the surface transportation envi-
ronment and planning cooperative research 
program required under subsection (c)(2) 
shall include research in the following areas 
for the purposes cited: 

ø‘‘(1) HUMAN HEALTH.—Human health to es-
tablish the links between transportation ac-
tivities and human health; substantiate the 
linkages between exposure to concentration 

levels, emissions, and health impacts; exam-
ine the potential health impacts from the 
implementation and operation of transpor-
tation infrastructure and services; develop 
strategies for avoidance and reduction of 
these impacts; and develop strategies to un-
derstand the economic value of health im-
provements; and for incorporating health 
considerations into valuation methods. 

ø‘‘(2) ECOLOGY AND NATURAL SYSTEMS.—
Ecology and natural systems to measure 
transportation’s short- and long-term impact 
on natural systems; develop ecologically 
based performance measures; develop insight 
into both the spatial and temporal issues as-
sociated with transportation and natural 
systems; study the relationship between 
highway density and ecosystem integrity, in-
cluding the impacts of highway density on 
habitat integrity and overall ecosystem 
health; develop a rapid assessment method-
ology for use by transportation and regu-
latory agencies in determining the relation-
ship between highway density and ecosystem 
integrity; and develop ecologically based 
performance techniques to evaluate the suc-
cess of highway project mitigation and en-
hancement measures. 

ø‘‘(3) ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIOECONOMIC 
RELATIONSHIPS.—Environmental and socio-
economic relationships to understand dif-
ferences in mobility, access, travel behavior, 
and travel preferences across socioeconomic 
groups; develop improved planning ap-
proaches that better reflect and respond to 
community needs; improve evaluation meth-
ods for examining the incidence of benefits 
and costs; examine the differential impacts 
of current methods of finance and explore al-
ternatives; understand the socioeconomic 
implications of emerging land development 
patterns and new transportation tech-
nologies; develop cost-effective applications 
of technology that improve the equity of the 
transport system; and develop improved 
methods for community involvement, col-
laborative planning, and conflict resolution. 

ø‘‘(4) EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES.—Emerging 
technologies to assist in the transition to en-
vironmentally benign fuels and vehicles for 
passengers and freight; develop responses to 
and demand for new technologies that could 
offer improved environmental performance; 
identify possible applications of Intelligent 
Transportation Systems technologies for en-
vironmental benefit; develop policy instru-
ments that would encourage the develop-
ment of beneficial new technologies in a 
cost-effective manner; and respond to the 
impact of new technologies. 

ø‘‘(5) LAND USE.—Land use to assess land 
consumption trends and contributing factors 
of transportation investment, housing poli-
cies, school quality, and consumer pref-
erences; incorporate impacts of transpor-
tation investments on location decision and 
land use; identify the costs and benefits of 
current development patterns and their 
transportation implications; determine the 
effect of the built environment on people’s 
willingness to walk, drive, or take public 
transportation; determine the roles of public 
policy and institutional arrangements in 
current and prospective land use and trans-
portation choices; and develop improved 
data, methods, and processes for considering 
land use, transportation, and the environ-
ment in an integrated, systematic fashion. 

ø‘‘(6) PLANNING AND PERFORMANCE MEAS-
URES.—Planning and performance measures 
to improve understanding of travel needs and 
preferences; improve planning methods for 
system analysis, forecasting, and decision 
making; expand information on consumer 
choice processes and travel and activity pat-
terns for both local and long-distance trips 
and both passenger and freight transpor-
tation analysis of social, environmental, and 
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economic benefits and cost of various trans-
port options; develop tools for measuring and 
forecasting complex transportation decision 
for all modes and users; and develop perform-
ance measures and policy analysis ap-
proaches that can be used to determine effec-
tiveness. 

ø‘‘(7) ADDITIONAL PRIORITIES.—Additional 
priorities to identify and address the emerg-
ing and future surface transportation re-
search needs related to planning and envi-
ronment. ––

ø‘‘(f) FUNDING.—In addition to using funds 
authorized for this section, the organization 
that administers this program may seek and 
accept additional funding sources from pub-
lic and private entities capable of attracting 
and accepting funding from the United 
States Department of Transportation (Fed-
eral Highway Administration, Federal Tran-
sit Administration, Federal Railroad Admin-
istration, Research and Special Programs 
Administration, and the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration), Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Department of 
Energy, Fish and Wildlife and other Federal 
environmental agencies, States, local gov-
ernments, nonprofit foundations, and the 
private sector.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis for chapter 5 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking the item re-
lated to section 507 and inserting the fol-
lowing:
ø‘‘507. Surface transportation environment 

and planning cooperative re-
search program.’’.

øSEC. 5203. LONG-TERM BRIDGE PERFORMANCE 
PROGRAM; INNOVATIVE BRIDGE RE-
SEARCH AND DEPLOYMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

ø(a) LONG-TERM BRIDGE PERFORMANCE PRO-
GRAM.—Section 502 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking 502(g), as redes-
ignated by this Act, and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

ø‘‘(g) LONG-TERM BRIDGE PERFORMANCE 
PROGRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a 20 year long-term bridge perform-
ance program. 

ø‘‘(2) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, 
AND CONTRACTS.—Under the program, the 
Secretary shall make grants and enter into 
cooperative agreements and contracts to—

ø‘‘(A) monitor, material-test, and evaluate 
test bridges; 

ø‘‘(B) analyze the data obtained in car-
rying out subparagraph (A); and 

ø‘‘(C) prepare products to fulfill program 
objectives and meet future bridge technology 
needs.’’. 

ø(b) INNOVATIVE BRIDGE RESEARCH AND DE-
PLOYMENT PROGRAM.—

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 503(b) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
503(b)(1) and inserting: 

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and carry out a program to promote, 
demonstrate, evaluate, and document the ap-
plication of innovative designs, materials 
and construction methods in the construc-
tion, repair, and rehabilitation of bridges 
and other highway structures.’’. 

ø(2) GOALS.—Section 503(b)(2) of such title 
is amended by striking 503(b)(2) and insert-
ing: 

ø‘‘(2) GOALS.—The goals of the program 
shall include— 

ø‘‘(A) the development of new, cost-effec-
tive, innovative highway bridge applications; 

ø‘‘(B) the development of construction 
techniques to increase safety and reduce con-
struction time and traffic congestion; 

ø‘‘(C) the development of engineering de-
sign criteria for innovative products, mate-
rials, and structural systems for use in high-
way bridges and structures; 

ø‘‘(D) the reduction of maintenance costs 
and life-cycle costs of bridges, including the 
costs of new construction, replacement, or 
rehabilitation of deficient bridges; 

ø‘‘(E) the development of highway bridges 
and structures that will withstand natural 
disasters and terrorist attacks; 

ø‘‘(F) the documentation and wide dissemi-
nation of objective evaluations of the per-
formance and benefits of these innovative 
designs, materials, and construction meth-
ods; and 

ø‘‘(G) the effective transfer of resulting in-
formation and technology.’’. 
øSEC. 5204. TECHNOLOGY DEPLOYMENT. 

ø(a) TECHNOLOGY DEPLOYMENT PROGRAM.—
Section 503(a) of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended—

ø(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘initiatives and partnerships’’; 

ø(2) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

ø‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
develop and administer a national tech-
nology deployment program.’’. 

ø(3) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

ø‘‘(7) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, 
AND CONTRACTS.— 

ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Under the program, the 
Secretary shall make grants to, and enter 
into cooperative agreements and contracts 
with States, other Federal agencies, univer-
sities and colleges, private sector entities, 
and nonprofit organizations to pay the Fed-
eral share of the cost of research, develop-
ment, and technology transfer concerning in-
novative materials.

ø‘‘(B) APPLICATIONS.—To receive a grant 
under this subsection, an entity described in 
subparagraph (A) shall submit an application 
to the Secretary. The application shall be in 
such form and contain such information as 
the Secretary may require. The Secretary 
shall select and approve the applications 
based on whether the project that is the sub-
ject of the grant meets the goals of the pro-
gram described in paragraph (2).’’; 

ø(4) by striking paragraph (8); 
ø(5) by redesignating paragraph (9) as para-

graph (10); and 
ø(6) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-

lowing: 
ø‘‘(8) TECHNOLOGY AND INFORMATION TRANS-

FER.—The Secretary shall ensure that the in-
formation and technology resulting from re-
search conducted under paragraph (3) is 
made available to State and local transpor-
tation departments and other interested par-
ties as specified by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(9) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of a project under this section 
shall be determined by the Secretary.’’. 

ø(b) INNOVATIVE PAVEMENT RESEARCH AND 
DEPLOYMENT PROGRAM.—Section 503 of title 
23, United States Code, is amended by adding 
after subsection (b) the following: 

ø‘‘(c) INNOVATIVE PAVEMENT RESEARCH AND 
DEPLOYMENT PROGRAM.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and implement a program to pro-
mote, demonstrate, support, and document 
the application of innovative pavement tech-
nologies, practices, performance, and bene-
fits. 

ø‘‘(2) GOALS.—The goals of the innovative 
pavement research and deployment program 
shall include— 

ø‘‘(A) the deployment of new, cost-effective 
innovative designs, materials, and practices 
to extend pavement life and performance and 
to improve customer satisfaction; 

ø‘‘(B) the reduction of initial costs and life-
cycle costs of pavements, including the costs 
of new construction, replacement, mainte-
nance, and rehabilitation; 

ø‘‘(C) the deployment of accelerated con-
struction techniques to increase safety and 

reduce construction time and traffic disrup-
tion and congestion; 

ø‘‘(D) the deployment of engineering design 
criteria and specifications for innovative 
practices, products, and materials for use in 
highway pavements; 

ø‘‘(E) the deployment of new non-
destructive and real time pavement evalua-
tion technologies and techniques; 

ø‘‘(F) evaluation, refinement, and docu-
mentation of the performance and benefits of 
innovative technologies deployed to improve 
life, performance, cost effectiveness, safety, 
and customer satisfaction; 

ø‘‘(G) effective technology transfer and in-
formation dissemination to accelerate imple-
mentation of innovative technologies and to 
improve life, performance, cost effectiveness, 
safety, and customer satisfaction; and 

ø‘‘(H) the development of designs and ma-
terials to reduce storm water runoff.’’. 

ø(c) SAFETY INNOVATION DEPLOYMENT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 503 of title 23, United States 
Code, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended by adding the following: 

ø‘‘(d) SAFETY INNOVATION DEPLOYMENT 
PROGRAM.— 

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and implement a program to dem-
onstrate the application of innovative tech-
nologies in highway safety. 

ø‘‘(2) GOALS.—The goals of the program 
shall include— 

ø‘‘(A) the deployment and evaluation of 
safety technologies and innovations at state 
and local levels; and 

ø‘‘(B) the deployment of best practices in 
training, management, design, and planning. 

ø‘‘(3) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, 
AND CONTRACTS.— 

ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Under the program, the 
Secretary shall make grants to, and enter 
into cooperative agreements and contracts 
with States, other Federal agencies, univer-
sities and colleges, private sector entities, 
and nonprofit organizations for research, de-
velopment, and technology transfer for inno-
vative safety technologies. 

ø‘‘(B) APPLICATIONS.—To receive a grant 
under this subsection, an entity described in 
subparagraph (A) shall submit an application 
to the Secretary. The application shall be in 
such form and contain such information as 
the Secretary may require. The Secretary 
shall select and approve the applications 
based on whether the project that is the sub-
ject of the grant meets the goals of the pro-
gram described in paragraph (2). 

ø‘‘(4) TECHNOLOGY AND INFORMATION TRANS-
FER.—The Secretary shall take such action 
as is necessary to ensure that the informa-
tion and technology resulting from research 
conducted under paragraph (3) is made avail-
able to State and local transportation de-
partments and other interested parties as 
specified by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of a project under this section 
shall be determined by the Secretary.’’. 
øSEC. 5205. TRAINING AND EDUCATION. 

ø(a) NATIONAL HIGHWAY INSTITUTE.—Sec-
tion 504(a) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(3) COURSES.—The Institute may develop 
and administer courses in modern develop-
ments, techniques, methods, regulations, 
management, and procedures in areas includ-
ing surface transportation, environmental 
stewardship and streamlining, acquisition of 
rights-of-way, relocation assistance, engi-
neering, safety, transportation system man-
agement and operations, construction, main-
tenance, contract administration, inspec-
tion, and highway finance.’’.

ø(b) FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 504(b) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
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ø‘‘(3) FEDERAL SHARE.—
ø‘‘(A) GRANTS.—The grant funds authorized 

to carry out this subsection may be used to 
cover up to 50 percent of the program costs 
relating to local technical assistance. Funds 
available for technology transfer and train-
ing purposes under this title and title 49 may 
be used to cover the remaining 50 percent of 
the program costs. 

ø‘‘(B) TRIBAL TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE CEN-
TERS.—The Federal share of the cost of ac-
tivities carried out by the tribal technical 
assistance centers under paragraph 
(b)(2)(D)(ii) of this subsection shall be 100 
percent.’’. 

ø(c) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION WORKFORCE 
DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING, AND EDUCATION.—
Section 504 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

ø‘‘(d) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION WORK-
FORCE DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING, AND EDU-
CATION.—

ø‘‘(1) FUNDING.—Subject to project ap-
proval by the Secretary, a State may obli-
gate funds apportioned to it under sections 
104(b)(1), (3), and (4) and 144(e) of this title for 
surface transportation workforce develop-
ment, training and education, including: 

ø‘‘(A) tuition and direct educational ex-
penses, excluding salaries, in connection 
with the education and training of employ-
ees of State and local transportation agen-
cies; 

ø‘‘(B) employee professional development; 
ø‘‘(C) student internships; 
ø‘‘(D) university or community college 

support; or 
ø‘‘(E) education outreach activities to de-

velop interest and promote participation in 
surface transportation careers. 

ø‘‘(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the cost of activities carried out in ac-
cordance with this subsection shall be 100 
percent.’’. 

ø(d) DEFINITIONS AND DECLARATION OF POL-
ICY.—Section 101(a) of title 23, United States 
Code, as amended by this Act, is further 
amended—

ø(1) in paragraph (3), by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘and’’ after subparagraph 

(H); 
ø(B) striking the period after subparagraph 

(I) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
ø(C) adding after subparagraph (I) the fol-

lowing: 
ø‘‘(J) surface transportation workforce de-

velopment, training, and education.’’; 
ø(2) by redesignating paragraphs (36) 

through (39), as redesignated by this Act, as 
paragraphs (37) through (40) respectively; and 

ø(3) by adding after paragraph (35), as re-
designated by this Act, the following: 

ø‘‘(36) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION WORK-
FORCE DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING, AND EDU-
CATION.—The term ‘surface transportation 
workforce development, training, and edu-
cation’ means activities associated with sur-
face transportation career awareness, stu-
dent transportation career preparation, and 
training and professional development for 
surface transportation workers.’’. 
øSEC. 5206. ADVANCED TRAVEL FORECASTING 

PROCEDURES PROGRAM. 
ø(a) CONTINUATION AND ACCELERATION OF 

TRANSIMS DEPLOYMENT.—The Secretary 
shall accelerate the deployment of the ad-
vanced transportation model known as the 
Transportation Analysis Simulation System 
(‘‘TRANSIMS’’), developed by the Los Ala-
mos National Laboratory. The program shall 
assist State departments of transportation 
and metropolitan planning organizations in 
the implementation of TRANSIMS, develop 
methods for TRANSIMS applications to 
transportation planning and air quality 
analysis, and provide training and technical 
assistance for the implementation of 
TRANSIMS. The program may support the 

development of methods to plan for the 
transportation response to chemical and bio-
logical terrorism and other security con-
cerns. 

ø(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall use funds made available under section 
5101(a)(1) of this Act to— 

ø(1) provide funding to State departments 
of transportation and metropolitan planning 
organizations serving transportation man-
agement areas designated under the metro-
politan planning section of chapter 52 of title 
49, United States Code, representing a diver-
sity of populations, geographic regions and 
analytic needs to implement TRANSIMS; 

ø(2) develop methods to demonstrate a 
wide spectrum of TRANSIMS applications to 
support metropolitan and statewide trans-
portation planning, including integrating 
highway and transit operational consider-
ations into the transportation planning proc-
ess; and 

ø(3) provide training and technical assist-
ance with respect to the implementation and 
application of TRANSIMS to States, local 
governments and Metropolitan Planning Or-
ganizations with responsibility for travel 
modeling. 

ø(c) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Not more than 
75 percent of the funds made available to 
carry out this section may be allocated to 
activities described in subsection (b)(1). 
øSubtitle C—Multimodal Research Programs; 

Scholarship Opportunities 
øSEC. 5301. UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION RE-

SEARCH. 
øSection 5505 of title 49, United States 

Code, is revised to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 5505. University transportation research 

ø‘‘(a) UNIVERSITY INDUSTRY GOVERNMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS.—The Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall make grants to nonprofit insti-
tutions of higher learning to address trans-
portation management and research and de-
velopment matters, with special attention to 
increasing the number of highly skilled indi-
viduals entering the field of transportation. 

ø‘‘(b) OBJECTIVES.— 
ø‘‘(1) Each university receiving a grant 

under this section shall conduct the fol-
lowing programs and activities: 

ø‘‘(A) Basic and applied research that sup-
ports the Department’s transportation re-
search agenda, the products of which are 
judged by peers or other experts in the field 
to advance the body of knowledge in trans-
portation. 

ø‘‘(B) An education program that includes 
multidisciplinary course work, faculty and 
student participation in research, and an op-
portunity for practical experience. 

ø‘‘(C) An ongoing program of technology 
transfer that makes the results of research 
and education activities broadly available to 
potential users in a form that can be imple-
mented, utilized, or otherwise applied. 

ø‘‘(2) Each university shall elect as its pri-
mary objective either subsection (b)(1)(A) or 
(b)(1)(B) of this section and shall direct at 
least 50 percent of total costs to the accom-
plishment thereof. 

ø‘‘(c) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.— 
ø‘‘(1) In order to be eligible to receive a 

grant under this section, a nonprofit institu-
tion of higher learning shall submit to the 
Secretary an application that is in such form 
and contains such information as the Sec-
retary may require. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary shall select each re-
cipient of a grant under this section through 
a competitive process in which applications 
are evaluated on the basis of the following: 

ø‘‘(A) The demonstrated research and ex-
tension resources available to the applicant 
to carry out this section. 

ø‘‘(B) The capability of the applicant to 
provide leadership in making national and 

regional contributions to the solution of im-
mediate and long-range transportation prob-
lems. 

ø‘‘(C) The applicant’s demonstrated com-
mitment of at least $200,000 in regularly-
budgeted institutional amounts each year to 
support ongoing transportation research and 
education programs. 

ø‘‘(D) The amount of matching funds for 
which the applicant has obtained binding 
commitments. 

ø‘‘(E) Evidence of the applicant’s research 
and education partnerships with at least one 
private sector partner and at least one non-
Federal Government partner. 

ø‘‘(F) The applicant’s demonstrated ability 
to disseminate results of transportation re-
search and education programs through na-
tional and statewide or regionwide con-
tinuing education and capacity-building pro-
grams. 

ø‘‘(G) The strategic plan the applicant pro-
poses to achieve the objectives of the grant 
and—

ø‘‘(i) if the applicant’s primary objective is 
subsection (b)(1)(A) of this section, the stra-
tegic plan shall include a research plan that 
addresses more than one mode of transpor-
tation; or 

ø‘‘(ii) if the applicant’s primary objective 
is subsection (b)(1)(B) of this section, the 
strategic plan shall include an education 
plan that addresses multimodal issues. 

ø‘‘(d) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—In order to 
be eligible to receive a grant under this sec-
tion, a recipient shall enter into an agree-
ment with the Secretary to ensure that the 
recipient will maintain total expenditures 
from all other sources to carry out the objec-
tives of a grant at a level at least equal to 
the average level of such expenditures in its 
2 fiscal years prior to award of a grant under 
this section. 

ø‘‘(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share 
of the costs of activities carried out using a 
grant made under this section shall not ex-
ceed 50 percent of costs. The non-Federal 
share may include funds provided to a recipi-
ent under section 503, or 104(i) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

ø‘‘(f) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary shall conduct all grant 

management and administration functions 
necessary to facilitate the research, edu-
cation, training, and technology transfer ac-
tivities that grant recipients carry out under 
this section; to coordinate these activities 
among the grant recipients; to ensure that 
the results of the research, education, train-
ing and technology transfer activities are 
widely disseminated; and to ensure the effec-
tive use of program resources. 

ø‘‘(2) At least annually and consistent with 
the plan developed under section 508 of title 
23, United States Code, the Secretary shall 
review and evaluate programs the grant re-
cipients carry out. 

ø‘‘(3) The Secretary may not use more than 
1 percent of amounts made available from 
Government sources to carry out this sub-
section. 

ø‘‘(g) USE OF TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 
INFORMATION SERVICES (TRIS) DATABASES.—

ø(1) Recipients of awards under this section 
shall make use of the National Research 
Council (NRC), Transportation Research 
Board (TRB), Transportation Research Infor-
mation Services (TRIS) online databases for 
the following purposes: 

ø‘‘(A) Program development and strategic 
planning. 

ø‘‘(B) Reporting of active R&T activities 
undertaken with funding provided here. 

ø‘‘(C) Input and dissemination of results 
and reports from completed research. 

ø‘‘(2) Recipients shall recommend a rep-
resentative to serve as liaison to the Trans-
portation Research Board. 
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ø‘‘(h) LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 

FUNDS.— Funds made available to carry out 
this program shall remain available for obli-
gation for a period of 2 years after the last 
day of the fiscal year for which such funds 
are authorized.’’. 
øSEC. 5302. MULTIMODAL RESEARCH PROGRAM. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5506 of title 49, 
United States Code, is revised to read as fol-
lows:
ø‘‘§ 5506. Multimodal research program 

ø‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a program to encourage and promote the 
research, development, demonstration and 
testing of technologies that have 
multimodal transportation applications, and 
shall foster adoption of those technologies in 
transportation through demonstration and 
testing to remove impediments to an effi-
cient, safe, and cost-effective national trans-
portation system. 

ø‘‘(b) OTHER RESEARCH ACTIVITIES.—To en-
sure the activities performed pursuant to 
this section achieve the maximum benefit, 
the Secretary, the Secretary of Energy, the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, and other relevant Federal 
agencies shall coordinate their research, de-
velopment and demonstration activities re-
lated to heavy-duty vehicle technologies and 
hydrogen transportation and refueling infra-
structure. Nothing in this section may be 
construed to authorize the Secretary to con-
duct research, development, demonstration 
or testing activities that the Secretary of 
Energy or the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency is authorized to 
conduct, or to modify the authorities of the 
Secretary of Energy or the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

ø‘‘(c) ADVANCED HEAVY-DUTY VEHICLE 
TECHNOLOGIES.— 

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation 
shall conduct research, development, dem-
onstration and testing to integrate emerging 
multimodal heavy-duty vehicle technologies 
in order to provide seamless, safe, secure and 
efficient transportation. 

ø‘‘(2) There is authorized to be appro-
priated from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) to carry out 
this paragraph $24,000,000 for fiscal year 2005, 
$25,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, $23,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2007, $18,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008, and $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

ø‘‘(3) The funding made available under 
paragraph (2) of this subsection shall be 
available for obligation in the same manner 
as if such funds were apportioned under 
chapter 1 of title 23 and shall be subject to 
any obligation limitation imposed on funds 
for Federal-aid highways and highway safety 
construction programs. 

ø‘‘(d) HYDROGEN INFRASTRUCTURE SAFETY 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to conduct research, develop-
ment, demonstration and testing on the safe-
ty aspects of hydrogen transportation and 
refueling infrastructure necessary to support 
the use of next generation vehicle tech-
nologies. 

ø‘‘(2) To carry out this subsection, there is 
authorized to be appropriated $1,000,000 for 
fiscal years 2004, $15,000,000 for fiscal year 
2005, $13,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, $11,000,000 
for fiscal year 2007, $9,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008, and $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

ø‘‘(e) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, 
AND OTHER TRANSACTIONS.— The Secretary 
may enter into grants, cooperative agree-
ments, and other transactions with Federal 
and other public agencies (including State 
and local governments) and private organiza-
tions and other persons to carry out this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(f) COST SHARING.—At least 50 percent of 
the funding for projects authorized in this 

section must be provided by non-Federal 
sources.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The anal-
ysis of chapter 55 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by substituting the fol-
lowing for the item designated 5506:
ø‘‘Sec. 5506. Multimodal research program.’’.
øSEC. 5303. COMMERCIAL REMOTE SENSING 

PRODUCTS. 
øSection 5113 of the Transportation Equity 

Act of the 21st Century (23 U.S.C. 502 note) is 
amended by revising subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(b) PROGRAM.—
ø‘‘(1) NATIONAL POLICY.—The Secretary 

shall establish and maintain a national pol-
icy for the use of commercial remote sensing 
products and spatial information tech-
nologies in national transportation infra-
structure development and construction. 

ø‘‘(2) POLICY IMPLEMENTATION.—The Sec-
retary shall develop new applications of 
commercial remote sensing products and 
spatial information technologies for the im-
plementation of the national policy estab-
lished and maintained under (b)(1) of this 
section.’’.
øSEC. 5304. TRANSPORTATION SCHOLARSHIP OP-

PORTUNITIES PROGRAM. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Secretary may 

establish and implement a scholarship pro-
gram for the purpose of attracting qualified 
students for transportation-related critical 
jobs. 

ø(2) The Secretary may accomplish this ob-
jective by developing a program in partner-
ship with appropriate non-governmental in-
stitutions. 

ø(b) PARTICIPATION AND FUNDING.—An oper-
ating administration of the Department of 
Transportation and the Office of Inspector 
General of the Department of Transportation 
(DOT) may participate in the scholarship 
program. Notwithstanding any other law, 
the Secretary may use funds available to an 
operating administration or from the Office 
of Inspector General for the purpose of car-
rying out this provision. 

øSubtitle D—Transportation Data and 
Analysis 

øSEC. 5401. BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION STA-
TISTICS. 

øSection 111 of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended by deleting subsections (b) 
through (k) and inserting the following new 
subsections, as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) DIRECTOR.—
ø‘‘(1) The Bureau shall be headed by a Di-

rector, who shall be appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

ø‘‘(2) The Director shall be appointed from 
among individuals who are qualified to serve 
by virtue of their training and experience in 
the collection, analysis and use of transpor-
tation data. 

ø‘‘(3) The Director shall report directly to 
the Secretary of Transportation.

ø‘‘(4) The term of the Director shall be 4 
years. The Director may continue to serve 
after the expiration of the term until a suc-
cessor is appointed and confirmed. 

ø‘‘(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Director of 
the Bureau shall serve as the Secretary’s 
senior advisor on data and statistics and be 
responsible for carrying out the following 
duties: 

ø‘‘(1) Collecting, analyzing and dissemi-
nating data concerning the domestic and 
international movement of freight. 

ø‘‘(2) Collecting, analyzing and dissemi-
nating data concerning travel patterns for 
local and long-distance travel, at the local, 
State, national and international levels. 

ø‘‘(3) Developing, analyzing and dissemi-
nating information on the economics of 
transportation. 

ø‘‘(4) Building and disseminating the trans-
portation layer of the National Spatial Data 
Infrastructure, including coordinating the 
development of transportation geospatial 
data standards, compiling intermodal 
geospatial data, and collecting geospatial 
data that is not being collected by others. 

ø‘‘(5) Developing, publishing and dissemi-
nating a comprehensive set of measures of 
investment, use, costs, performance and im-
pacts of the national transportation system, 
including publishing an annual transpor-
tation statistics abstract; and identifying in-
formation needs and reviewing such needs at 
least annually with the Advisory Council on 
Transportation Statistics. 

ø‘‘(6) Conducting or supporting research re-
lating to methods of gathering or analyzing 
transportation statistics and issuing guide-
lines for the collection of information by the 
Department in order to ensure that such in-
formation is accurate, relevant, comparable, 
accessible and in a form that permits sys-
tematic analysis. 

ø‘‘(d) COORDINATING COLLECTION OF INFOR-
MATION.—The Director shall work with the 
operating administrations of the Department 
to establish and implement the Bureau’s 
data programs and to improve the coordina-
tion of information collection efforts with 
other Federal agencies. 

ø‘‘(e) SUPPORTING TRANSPORTATION DECI-
SIONMAKING.—The Director shall ensure that 
the statistics compiled under this section are 
relevant for transportation policy, planning, 
and decision making by the Federal Govern-
ment, State and local governments, trans-
portation-related associations, private busi-
nesses, and the public. The Director shall 
provide, to the Department’s other operating 
administrations, technical assistance on col-
lecting, compiling, analyzing and verifying 
transportation data and statistics and the 
design of surveys. 

ø‘‘(f) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS.— 

ø(1) The Secretary may make grants to, or 
enter into cooperative agreements or con-
tracts with, public and nonprofit private en-
tities (including State transportation de-
partments, metropolitan planning organiza-
tions, and institutions of higher education) if 
the grants—

ø‘‘(A) provide for an alternative means of 
accomplishing program-related research; 

ø‘‘(B) contribute to research and develop-
ment of new methods of data collection; or 

ø‘‘(C) improve the methods for sharing geo-
graphic data. 

ø‘‘(2) Not more than $500,000 of the 
amounts made available to carry out this 
section in a fiscal year may be used for Re-
search and Development Grants. 

ø‘‘(g) TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS ANNUAL 
REPORT.—By March 31 of each year, the Di-
rector shall transmit to the President and 
Congress a report that includes information 
on the subjects covered by subsection (c) of 
this section, documentation of the methods 
used to obtain the information and ensure 
the quality of the statistics presented in the 
report, and recommendations for improving 
transportation statistical information. 

ø‘‘(h) PROCEEDS OF DATA PRODUCT SALES.—
Notwithstanding section 3302 of title 31, 
United States Code, funds received by the 
Bureau from the sale of data products, for 
necessary expenses incurred, may be credited 
to the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) for the purpose of re-
imbursing the Bureau for the expenses. 

ø‘‘(i) LIMITATIONS ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to—

ø‘‘(1) authorize the Bureau to require any 
other department or agency to collect data; 
or 
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ø‘‘(2) reduce the authority of any other of-

ficer of the Department of Transportation to 
collect and disseminate data independently. 

ø‘‘(j) MANDATORY RESPONSE AUTHORITY FOR 
FREIGHT DATA COLLECTION.—Whoever, being 
the owner, official, agent, person in charge, 
or assistant to the person in charge, of any 
corporation, company, business, institution, 
establishment, or organization of any nature 
whatsoever, neglects or refuses, when re-
quested by the Director or other authorized 
officer, employee or contractor of the Bu-
reau, to answer completely and correctly to 
the best of his/her knowledge all questions 
relating to the corporation, company, busi-
ness, institution, establishment, or other or-
ganization, or to records or statistics in his/
her official custody, contained in a data col-
lection request prepared and submitted 
under the authority of subsection (c)(1), shall 
be fined not more than $500; and if the indi-
vidual willfully gives a false answer to a 
question, shall be fined not more than 
$10,000. 

ø‘‘(k) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN DISCLO-
SURES.—

ø‘‘(1) An officer, employee or contractor of 
the Bureau may not—

ø‘‘(A) make any disclosure in which the 
data provided by an individual or organiza-
tion under subsection (c) can be identified; 

ø‘‘(B) use the information provided under 
subsection (c) for a nonstatistical purpose; or 

ø‘‘(C) permit anyone other than an indi-
vidual authorized by the Director to examine 
any individual report provided under sub-
section (c). 

ø‘‘(2)(A) No department, bureau, agency, 
officer, or employee of the United States (ex-
cept the Director in carrying out this sec-
tion) may require, for any reason, a copy of 
any report that has been filed under sub-
section (c) with the Bureau or retained by an 
individual respondent. 

ø‘‘(B) A copy of a report described in sub-
paragraph (A) that has been retained by an 
individual respondent or filed with the Bu-
reau or any of its employees, contractors, or 
agents— 

ø‘‘(i) shall be immune from legal process; 
and 

ø‘‘(ii) shall not, without the consent of the 
individual concerned, be admitted as evi-
dence or used for any purpose in any action, 
suit, or other judicial or administrative pro-
ceeding. 

ø‘‘(C) This subsection shall apply only to 
reports that permit information concerning 
an individual or organization to be reason-
ably inferred by direct or indirect means. 

ø‘‘(3) In a case in which the Bureau is au-
thorized by statute to collect data or infor-
mation for a nonstatistical purpose, the Di-
rector shall clearly distinguish the collec-
tion of the data or information, by rule and 
on the collection instrument, so as to inform 
a respondent that is requested or required to 
supply the data or information of the non-
statistical purpose. 

ø‘‘(l) DATA ACCESS.—The Director shall 
have access to transportation and transpor-
tation-related information in the possession 
of any Federal agency except information—

ø‘‘(1) the disclosure of which to another 
Federal agency is expressly prohibited by 
law; or 

ø‘‘(2) the disclosure of which the agency so 
requested determines would significantly im-
pair the discharge of authorities and respon-
sibilities which have been delegated to, or 
vested by law, in such agency. 

ø‘‘(m) ADVISORY COUNCIL ON TRANSPOR-
TATION STATISTICS.—

ø‘‘(1) The Bureau of Transportation Statis-
tics has an Advisory Council on Transpor-
tation Statistics. 

ø‘‘(2) It shall be the function of the advi-
sory council established under this sub-

section to advise the Director of the Bureau 
of Transportation Statistics on transpor-
tation statistics and analyses, including 
whether or not the statistics and analysis 
disseminated by the Bureau of Transpor-
tation Statistics are of high quality and are 
based upon the best available objective infor-
mation. 

ø‘‘(3) The advisory council established 
under this subsection shall be composed of 
not more than 6 members appointed by the 
Director who are not officers or employees of 
the United States and who have expertise in 
transportation data collection or analysis or 
application (except for 1 member who shall 
have expertise in economics and 1 member 
who shall have expertise in statistics). 

ø‘‘(4) The Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 App. U.S.C.) shall apply to the advisory 
council established under this section, ex-
cept that section 14 of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act shall not apply to the Advi-
sory Committee established under this sec-
tion.’’. 

øSubtitle E—Intelligent Transportation 
Systems Research 

øSEC. 5501. SHORT TITLE. 
øThis subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Intel-

ligent Transportation Systems Act of 2003’’. 
øSEC. 5502. GOALS AND PURPOSES. 

ø(a) GOALS.—The goals of the intelligent 
transportation system program include—

ø(1) Enhancement of surface transpor-
tation efficiency and facilitation of inter-
modalism and international trade to enable 
existing facilities to meet a significant por-
tion of future transportation needs, includ-
ing public access to employment, goods, and 
services, and to reduce regulatory, financial, 
and other transaction costs to public agen-
cies and system users; 

ø(2) Achievement of national transpor-
tation safety goals, including the enhance-
ment of safe operation of motor vehicles and 
nonmotorized vehicles as well as improved 
emergency response to a crash, with par-
ticular emphasis on decreasing the number 
and severity of collisions; 

ø(3) Protection and enhancement of the 
natural environment and communities af-
fected by surface transportation, with par-
ticular emphasis on assisting State and local 
governments to achieve national environ-
mental goals; 

ø(4) Accommodation of the needs of all 
users of surface transportation systems, in-
cluding operators of commercial vehicles, 
passenger vehicles, and motorcycles, includ-
ing individuals with disabilities; and 

ø(5) Improvement of the Nation’s ability to 
respond to security related or other man 
made emergencies and natural disasters and 
enhancement of national defense mobility. 

ø(b) PURPOSES.—The Secretary shall imple-
ment activities under the intelligent system 
transportation program to, at a minimum—

ø(1) expedite, in both metropolitan and 
rural areas, deployment and integration of 
intelligent transportation systems for con-
sumers of passenger and freight transpor-
tation; 

ø(2) ensure that Federal, State, and local 
transportation officials have adequate 
knowledge of intelligent transportation sys-
tems for full consideration in the transpor-
tation planning process; 

ø(3) improve regional cooperation and op-
erations planning for effective intelligent 
transportation system deployment; 

ø(4) promote the innovative use of private 
resources; 

ø(5) facilitate, in cooperation with the 
motor vehicle industry, the introduction of a 
vehicle-based safety enhancing system; 

ø(6) support the application of intelligent 
transportation systems that increase the 
safety and efficiency of commercial vehicle 
operations; and 

ø(7) develop a workforce capable of devel-
oping, operating, and maintaining intel-
ligent transportation systems. 
øSEC. 5503. GENERAL AUTHORITIES AND RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
ø(a) SCOPE.—Subject to the provisions of 

this subtitle, the Secretary shall conduct an 
ongoing intelligent transportation system 
program to research, develop, and operation-
ally test intelligent transportation systems 
and advance nationwide deployment of such 
systems as a component of the surface trans-
portation systems of the United States. 

ø(b) POLICY.—Intelligent transportation 
system research projects and operational 
tests funded pursuant to this subtitle shall 
encourage and not displace public-private 
partnerships or private sector investment in 
such tests and projects. 

ø(c) COOPERATION WITH GOVERNMENTAL, 
PRIVATE, AND EDUCATIONAL ENTITIES.—The 
Secretary shall carry out the intelligent 
transportation system program in coopera-
tion with State and local governments and 
other public entities, the United States pri-
vate sector, the Federal laboratories, and 
colleges and universities, including histori-
cally black colleges and universities and 
other minority institutions of higher edu-
cation. 

ø(d) CONSULTATION WITH FEDERAL OFFI-
CIALS.—In carrying out the intelligent trans-
portation system program, the Secretary, as 
appropriate, shall consult with the Secretary 
of Commerce, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Secretary of Home-
land Security, the Director of the National 
Science Foundation, and the heads of other 
Federal departments and agencies. 

ø(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, TRAINING, AND 
INFORMATION.—The Secretary may provide 
technical assistance, training, and informa-
tion to State and local governments seeking 
to implement, operate, maintain, or evaluate 
intelligent transportation system tech-
nologies and services. 

ø(f) TRANSPORTATION PLANNING.—The Sec-
retary may provide funding to support ade-
quate consideration of transportation sys-
tems management and operations, including 
intelligent transportation systems, within 
metropolitan and statewide transportation 
planning processes. 

ø(g) INFORMATION CLEARINGHOUSE.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—
ø(A) maintain a repository for technical 

and safety data collected as a result of feder-
ally sponsored projects carried out under 
this subtitle; and 

ø(B) on request, make that information 
(except for proprietary information and 
data) readily available to all users of the re-
pository at an appropriate cost. 

ø(2) AGREEMENT.—
ø(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

enter into an agreement with a third party 
for the maintenance of the repository for 
technical and safety data under paragraph 
(1)(A) of this subsection. 

ø(B) FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.—If 
the Secretary delegates the responsibility, 
the entity to which the responsibility is del-
egated shall be eligible for Federal financial 
assistance under this section. 

ø(h) ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sub-

title, the Secretary may use one or more ad-
visory committees. 

ø(2) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—Any advisory committee so 
used shall be subject to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

ø(i) EVALUATIONS.—
ø(1) GUIDELINES AND REQUIREMENTS.—
ø(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

issue guidelines and requirements for the 
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evaluation of operational tests and deploy-
ment projects carried out under this sub-
title. 

ø(B) OBJECTIVITY AND INDEPENDENCE.—The 
guidelines and requirements issued under 
subparagraph (A) shall include provisions to 
ensure the objectivity and independence of 
the evaluator so as to avoid any real or ap-
parent conflict of interest or potential influ-
ence on the outcome by parties to any such 
test or deployment project or by any other 
formal evaluation carried out under this sub-
title. 

ø(C) FUNDING.—The guidelines and require-
ments issued under subparagraph (A) shall 
establish evaluation funding levels based on 
the size and scope of each test or project 
that ensure adequate evaluation of the re-
sults of the test or project. 

ø(2) SPECIAL RULE.—Any survey, question-
naire, or interview that the Secretary con-
siders necessary to carry out the evaluation 
of any test, deployment project, or program 
assessment activity under this subtitle shall 
not be subject to chapter 35 of title 44. 

ø(j) USE OF RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Intelligent 
transportation system projects specified in 
sections 5117(b)(3) and 5117(b)(6) of the Trans-
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
and involving privately owned intelligent 
transportation system components that are 
carried out using funds made available from 
the Highway Trust Fund shall not be subject 
to any law or regulation of a State or polit-
ical subdivision of a State prohibiting or reg-
ulating commercial activities in the rights-
of-way of a highway for which Federal-aid 
highway funds have been utilized for plan-
ning, design, construction, or maintenance, 
if the Secretary of Transportation deter-
mines that such use is in the public interest. 
Nothing in this subsection shall affect the 
authority of a State or political subdivision 
of a State to regulate highway safety. 
øSEC. 5504. NATIONAL ARCHITECTURE AND 

STANDARDS. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—
ø(1) DEVELOPMENT, IMPLEMENTATION, AND 

MAINTENANCE.—Consistent with section 12(d) 
of the National Technology Transfer and Ad-
vancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note; 110 
Stat. 783), the Secretary shall develop, im-
plement, and maintain a national architec-
ture and supporting standards and protocols 
to promote the widespread use and evalua-
tion of intelligent transportation system 
technology as a component of the surface 
transportation systems of the United States. 

ø(2) INTEROPERABILITY AND EFFICIENCY.—To 
the maximum extent practicable, the na-
tional architecture shall promote interoper-
ability among, and efficiency of, intelligent 
transportation system technologies imple-
mented throughout the United States. 

ø(3) USE OF STANDARDS DEVELOPMENT ORGA-
NIZATIONS.—In carrying out this section, the 
Secretary may use the services of such 
standards development organizations as the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate.

ø(b) PROVISIONAL STANDARDS.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary finds 

that the development or balloting of an in-
telligent transportation system standard 
jeopardizes the timely achievement of the 
objectives identified in subsection (a), the 
Secretary may establish a provisional stand-
ard after consultation with affected parties, 
and using, to the extent practicable, the 
work product of appropriate standards devel-
opment organizations. 

ø(2) PERIOD OF EFFECTIVENESS.—A provi-
sional standard established under paragraph 
(1) or (2) shall be published in the Federal 
Register and remain in effect until the ap-
propriate standards development organiza-
tion adopts and publishes a standard. 

ø(c) CONFORMITY WITH NATIONAL ARCHITEC-
TURE.—

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraphs (2) and (3), the Secretary shall 
ensure that intelligent transportation sys-
tem projects carried out using funds made 
available from the Highway Trust Fund, in-
cluding funds made available under this sub-
title to deploy intelligent transportation 
system technologies, conform to the na-
tional architecture, applicable standards or 
provisional standards, and protocols devel-
oped under subsection (a). 

ø(2) SECRETARY’S DISCRETION.—The Sec-
retary may authorize exceptions to para-
graph (1) for—

ø(A) projects designed to achieve specific 
research objectives outlined in the National 
ITS Program Plan or the Surface Transpor-
tation Research and Development Strategic 
Plan developed under section 508 of title 23, 
United States Code; or 

ø(B) the upgrade or expansion of an intel-
ligent transportation system in existence on 
the date of enactment of this subtitle, if the 
Secretary determines that the upgrade or ex-
pansion—

ø(i) would not adversely affect the goals or 
purposes of this subtitle; 

ø(ii) is carried out before the end of the 
useful life of such system; and 

ø(iii) is cost-effective as compared to alter-
natives that would meet the conformity re-
quirement of paragraph (1). 

ø(3) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to funds used for operation or mainte-
nance of an intelligent transportation sys-
tem in existence on the date of enactment of 
this subtitle. 
øSEC. 5505. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a comprehensive program of intel-
ligent transportation system research, devel-
opment, and operational tests of intelligent 
vehicles and intelligent infrastructure sys-
tems, and other similar activities that are 
necessary to carry out this subtitle. 

ø(b) PRIORITY AREAS.—Under the program, 
the Secretary shall give higher priority to 
funding projects that—

ø(1) enhance mobility and productivity 
through improved traffic management, inci-
dent management, transit management, 
freight management, road weather manage-
ment, toll collection, traveler information, 
or highway operations systems; 

ø(2) enhance safety through improved 
crash-avoidance and protection, crash and 
other notification, commercial vehicle oper-
ations, and infrastructure-based or coopera-
tive safety systems; 

ø(3) enhance security through improved re-
sponse to security related emergencies, and 
improved transportation security systems; 
and 

ø(4) facilitate the integration of intelligent 
infrastructure, vehicle, and control tech-
nologies. 

ø(c) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of operational tests and demonstra-
tions under subsection (a) shall not exceed 80 
percent. 
øSEC. 5506. USE OF FUNDS. 

ø(a) OUTREACH AND PUBLIC RELATIONS LIMI-
TATION.—

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, not 
more than $5,000,000 of the funds made avail-
able to carry out this subtitle shall be used 
for intelligent transportation system out-
reach, public relations, displays, scholar-
ships, tours, and brochures. 

ø(2) APPLICABILITY.—Paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to intelligent transportation sys-
tem training or the publication or distribu-
tion of research findings, technical guidance, 
or similar documents. 

ø(b) INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT.—
Funds made available to carry out this sub-
title for operational tests—

ø(1) shall be used primarily for the develop-
ment of intelligent transportation system 
infrastructure; and 

ø(2) to the maximum extent practicable, 
shall not be used for the construction of 
physical highway and transit infrastructure 
unless the construction is incidental and 
critically necessary to the implementation 
of an intelligent transportation system 
project. 

øSEC. 5507. DEFINITIONS. 

øIn this subtitle, the following definitions 
apply: 

ø(1) INCIDENT.— In this section, the term 
‘‘incident’’ means a crash, a natural disaster, 
work zone activity, special event, or other 
emergency road user occurrence that ad-
versely affects or impedes the normal flow of 
traffic. 

ø(2) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION INFRA-
STRUCTURE.—The term ’’intelligent transpor-
tation infrastructure’’ means fully inte-
grated public sector intelligent transpor-
tation system components, as defined by the 
Secretary. 

ø(3) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYS-
TEM.—The term ’’intelligent transportation 
system’’ means electronics, communica-
tions, or information processing used singly 
or in combination to improve the efficiency 
or safety of a surface transportation system. 

ø(4) NATIONAL ARCHITECTURE.—The term 
‘‘national architecture’’ means the common 
framework for interoperability that de-
fines—

ø(A) the functions associated with intel-
ligent transportation system user services;

ø(B) the physical entities or subsystems 
within which the functions reside; 

ø(C) the data interfaces and information 
flows between physical subsystems; and 

ø(D) the communications requirements as-
sociated with the information flows. 

ø(5) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘project’’ means a 
undertaking to research, develop, or oper-
ationally test intelligent transportation sys-
tems or any other undertaking eligible for 
assistance under this subtitle. 

ø(6) STANDARD.—The term ‘‘standard’’ 
means a document that—

ø(A) contains technical specifications or 
other precise criteria for intelligent trans-
portation systems that are to be used con-
sistently as rules, guidelines, or definitions 
of characteristics so as to ensure that mate-
rials, products, processes, and services are fit 
for their purposes; and 

ø(B) may support the national architecture 
and promote—

ø(i) the widespread use and adoption of in-
telligent transportation system technology 
as a component of the surface transportation 
systems of the United States; and 

ø(ii) interoperability among intelligent 
transportation system technologies imple-
mented throughout the States. 

ø(7) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ has the 
meaning given the term under section 101 of 
title 23, United States Code. 

ø(8) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 
AND OPERATIONS.—The term ‘‘transportation 
systems management and operations’’ has 
the meaning given the term under section 
101(a) of title 23, United States Code, as 
amended by section 1701 of this Act. 

øSEC. 5508. REPEAL. 

øThe Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century is amended by striking subtitle 
C of title V. 

øTITLE VI—TRANSPORTATION PLANNING; 
INTERMODAL FACILITIES 

øSEC. 6001. TRANSPORTATION PLANNING. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle III of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
the following after chapter 51: 
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ø‘‘CHAPTER 52—TRANSPORTATION 

PLANNING
ø‘‘Sec. 
ø‘‘5201. Policy. 
ø‘‘5202. Definitions. 
ø‘‘5203. Metropolitan transportation plan-

ning. 
ø‘‘5204. Statewide transportation planning.
ø‘‘§ 5201. Policy 

ø‘‘(a) It is in the national interest to—
ø‘‘(1) encourage and promote the safe and 

efficient management, operation, and devel-
opment of surface transportation systems 
that will serve the mobility needs of people 
and freight and foster economic growth and 
development within and between States and 
urbanized areas, while minimizing transpor-
tation-related fuel consumption and air and 
water pollution through metropolitan and 
statewide transportation planning processes 
identified in this chapter; 

ø‘‘(2) encourage the continued improve-
ment and evolution of the metropolitan and 
statewide transportation planning processes 
by metropolitan planning organizations, 
State Departments of Transportation, and 
public transit operators through the use of 
performance-based approaches in the devel-
opment of transportation plans and invest-
ments as guided by the planning factors 
identified in subsection 5203(f) and 5204(d) of 
this chapter; and 

ø‘‘(3) encourage private enterprise partici-
pation in projects and transportation serv-
ices. 

ø‘‘(b) The provisions of sections 5203–5204 of 
this chapter shall be jointly administered by 
the Federal Highway and Federal Transit 
Administrators. 
ø‘‘§ 5202. Definitions 

ø‘‘(a) Unless otherwise specified in sub-
section (b), the definitions in section 101(a) 
of title 23 and section 5302 of this title are 
applicable to this chapter. 

ø‘‘(b) As used in this chapter—
ø‘‘(1) CONSULTATION.—The term ‘consulta-

tion’ means that one party confers with an-
other identified party in accordance with an 
established process and, prior to taking ac-
tion(s), considers that party’s views and peri-
odically informs that party about action(s) 
taken. 

ø‘‘(2) METROPOLITAN PLANNING AREA.—The 
term ‘metropolitan planning area’ means the 
geographic area determined by agreement 
between the metropolitan planning organiza-
tion and the Governor as defined in section 
5203(c) of this title. 

ø‘‘(3) METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZA-
TION (MPO).—The term ‘metropolitan plan-
ning organization’ means the Policy Board of 
the organization created as a result of the 
designation process defined in section 5203(b) 
of this title. 

ø‘‘(4) NON-METROPOLITAN AREA.—The term 
‘non-metropolitan area’ means the geo-
graphic area outside designated metropoli-
tan planning areas. 

ø‘‘(5) NON-METROPOLITAN LOCAL OFFICIAL.—
The term ‘non-metropolitan local official’ 
means elected and appointed officials of gen-
eral purpose local government, in non-met-
ropolitan areas, with jurisdiction/responsi-
bility for transportation. 

ø‘‘(6) URBANIZED AREA.—The term ‘urban-
ized area’ means a geographic area with a 
population of 50,000 or more, as designated 
by the Bureau of the Census. 

ø‘‘(7) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means a 
State of the United States, the District of 
Columbia, and Puerto Rico. 
ø‘‘§ 5203. Metropolitan transportation plan-

ning
ø‘‘(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT OF PLANS.—To accom-

plish the objectives stated in section 5201, 

metropolitan planning organizations des-
ignated under subsection (b) of this section, 
in cooperation with the State and public 
transportation operators, shall develop 
transportation plans for metropolitan plan-
ning areas of the State. 

ø‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The plans for each metro-
politan area shall provide for the develop-
ment and integrated management and oper-
ation of transportation systems and facili-
ties (including pedestrian walkways and bi-
cycle transportation facilities) that will 
function as an intermodal transportation 
system for the metropolitan planning area 
and as an integral part of an intermodal 
transportation system for the State and the 
United States. 

ø‘‘(3) PROCESS OF DEVELOPMENT.—The proc-
ess for developing the plans shall provide for 
consideration of all modes of transportation 
and shall be continuing, cooperative, and 
comprehensive to the degree appropriate, 
based on the complexity of the transpor-
tation problems to be addressed. 

ø‘‘(4) PLANNING AND PROJECT DEVELOP-
MENT.—The metropolitan planning organiza-
tion, the State Department of Transpor-
tation, and the appropriate public transpor-
tation provider shall agree upon the ap-
proaches that will be used to evaluate alter-
natives and identify transportation improve-
ments that address the most complex prob-
lems and pressing transportation needs in 
the metropolitan area. 

ø‘‘(b) DESIGNATION OF METROPOLITAN PLAN-
NING ORGANIZATIONS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To carry out the trans-
portation planning process required by this 
section, a metropolitan planning organiza-
tion (MPO) shall be designated for each ur-
banized area with a population of more than 
50,000 individuals—

ø‘‘(A) by agreement between the Governor 
and units of general purpose local govern-
ment that together represent at least 75 per-
cent of the affected population (including 
the largest incorporated city (based on popu-
lation) as named by the Bureau of the Cen-
sus); or 

ø‘‘(B) in accordance with procedures estab-
lished by applicable State or local law. 

ø‘‘(2) STRUCTURE.—Each metropolitan plan-
ning organization that serves an area identi-
fied as a transportation management area, 
when designated or redesignated under this 
subsection, shall consist of—

ø‘‘(A) local elected officials; 
ø‘‘(B) officials of public agencies that ad-

minister or operate major modes of transpor-
tation in the metropolitan area; and 

ø‘‘(C) appropriate State officials. 
ø‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-

TION.—Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to interfere with the authority, 
under any State law in effect on December 
18, 1991, of a public agency with multimodal 
transportation responsibilities to—

ø‘‘(A) develop plans and programs for adop-
tion by a metropolitan planning organiza-
tion; and 

ø‘‘(B) develop long-range capital plans, co-
ordinate transit services and projects, and 
carry out other activities pursuant to State 
law. 

ø‘‘(4) CONTINUING DESIGNATION.—A designa-
tion of a metropolitan planning organization 
under this subsection or any other provision 
of law shall remain in effect until the metro-
politan planning organization is redesig-
nated under paragraph (5). 

ø‘‘(5) REDESIGNATION PROCEDURES.—A met-
ropolitan planning organization may be re-
designated by agreement between the Gov-
ernor and units of general purpose local gov-
ernment that together represent at least 75 
percent of the existing planning area popu-
lation (including the largest incorporated 
city (based on population) as named by the 

Bureau of the Census) as appropriate to 
carry out this section. 

ø‘‘(6) DESIGNATION OF MORE THAN 1 METRO-
POLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION.—More than 
1 metropolitan planning organization may be 
designated within an existing metropolitan 
planning area only if the Governor and the 
existing metropolitan planning organization 
determine that the size and complexity of 
the existing metropolitan planning area 
make designation of more than 1 metropoli-
tan planning organization for the area appro-
priate. 

ø‘‘(c) METROPOLITAN PLANNING AREA 
BOUNDARIES.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of this 
section, the boundaries of a metropolitan 
planning area shall be determined by agree-
ment between the metropolitan planning or-
ganization and the Governor. 

ø‘‘(2) INCLUDED AREA.—Each metropolitan 
planning area—

ø‘‘(A) shall encompass at least the existing 
urbanized area and the contiguous area ex-
pected to become urbanized within a 20-year 
forecast period for the transportation plan; 
and 

ø‘‘(B) may encompass the entire metropoli-
tan statistical area or consolidated metro-
politan statistical area, as defined by the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. 

ø‘‘(3) IDENTIFICATION OF NEW URBANIZED 
AREAS WITHIN EXISTING PLANNING AREA 
BOUNDARIES.—The designation by the Bureau 
of the Census of new urbanized areas within 
an existing metropolitan planning area shall 
not require the redesignation of the existing 
metropolitan planning organization. 

ø‘‘(4) EXISTING METROPOLITAN PLANNING 
AREAS IN NONATTAINMENT.—Notwithstanding 
paragraph (2), in the case of an urbanized 
area designated as a nonattainment area for 
ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.), the bound-
aries of the metropolitan planning area in 
existence as of the date of enactment of this 
paragraph shall be retained, except that the 
boundaries may be adjusted by agreement of 
the Governor and affected metropolitan 
planning organizations in the manner de-
scribed in subsection (c)(5). 

ø‘‘(5) NEW METROPOLITAN PLANNING AREAS 
IN NONATTAINMENT.—In the case of an urban-
ized area designated after the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph in a nonattainment 
area for ozone or carbon monoxide, the 
boundaries of the metropolitan planning 
area—

ø‘‘(A) shall be established in the manner 
described in subsection (b)(1); 

ø‘‘(B) shall encompass the areas described 
in paragraph (c)(2)(A); 

ø‘‘(C) may encompass the areas described 
in paragraph (c)(2)(B); and 

ø‘‘(D) may address any nonattainment 
identified under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7401 et seq.) for ozone or carbon monoxide. 

ø‘‘(d) COORDINATION IN MULTISTATE 
AREAS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall en-
courage each Governor with responsibility 
for a portion of a multistate metropolitan 
area and the appropriate metropolitan plan-
ning organizations to provide coordinated 
transportation planning for the entire met-
ropolitan area. 

ø‘‘(2) INTERSTATE COMPACTS.—The consent 
of Congress is granted to any 2 or more 
States—

ø‘‘(A) to enter into agreements or com-
pacts, not in conflict with any law of the 
United States, for cooperative efforts and 
mutual assistance in support of activities 
authorized under this section as the activi-
ties pertain to interstate areas and localities 
within the States; and 
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ø‘‘(B) to establish such agencies, joint or 

otherwise, as the States may determine de-
sirable for making the agreements and com-
pacts effective. 

ø‘‘(3) LAKE TAHOE REGION.—
ø‘‘(A) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 

term ‘Lake Tahoe region’ has the meaning 
given the term ‘region’ in subdivision (a) of 
article II of the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Compact, as set forth in the first section of 
Public Law 96–551 (94 Stat. 3234). 

ø‘‘(B) TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROC-
ESS.—The Secretary shall—

ø‘‘(i) establish with the Federal land man-
agement agencies that have jurisdiction over 
land in the Lake Tahoe region a transpor-
tation planning process for the region; and 

ø‘‘(ii) coordinate the transportation plan-
ning process with the planning process re-
quired of State and local governments under 
this section and section 5204. 

ø‘‘(C) INTERSTATE COMPACT.—
ø‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), 

notwithstanding subsection (b), to carry out 
the transportation planning process required 
by this section, the consent of Congress is 
granted to the States of California and Ne-
vada to designate a metropolitan planning 
organization for the Lake Tahoe region, by 
agreement between the Governors of the 
States of California and Nevada and units of 
general purpose local government that to-
gether represent at least 75 percent of the af-
fected population (including the central city 
or cities (as defined by the Bureau of the 
Census)), or in accordance with procedures 
established by applicable State or local law. 

ø‘‘(ii) INVOLVEMENT OF FEDERAL LAND MAN-
AGEMENT AGENCIES.—

ø‘‘(I) REPRESENTATION.—The policy board 
of a metropolitan planning organization des-
ignated under clause (i) shall include a rep-
resentative of each Federal land manage-
ment agency that has jurisdiction over land 
in the Lake Tahoe region. 

ø‘‘(II) FUNDING.—In addition to funds made 
available to the metropolitan planning orga-
nization under other provisions of title 23 
and under chapter 53 of this title, not more 
than 1 percent of the funds allocated under 
section 202 of title 23 may be used to carry 
out the transportation planning process for 
the Lake Tahoe region under this subpara-
graph. 

ø‘‘(D) ACTIVITIES.—Highway projects in-
cluded in transportation plans developed 
under this paragraph—

ø‘‘(i) shall be selected for funding in a man-
ner that facilitates the participation of the 
Federal land management agencies that 
have jurisdiction over land in the Lake 
Tahoe region; and 

ø‘‘(ii) may, in accordance with chapter 2 of 
title 23, be funded using funds allocated 
under section 202 of title 23. 

ø‘‘(e) COORDINATION OF MPOS.—
ø‘‘(1) NONATTAINMENT AREAS.—If more than 

1 metropolitan planning organization has au-
thority within a metropolitan area or an 
area which is designated as a nonattainment 
area for ozone or carbon monoxide under the 
Clean Air Act, each metropolitan planning 
organization shall consult with the other 
metropolitan planning organizations des-
ignated for such area and the State in the 
coordination of plans required by this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(2) TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS LO-
CATED IN MULTIPLE MPOS.—If a transpor-
tation improvement, funded from the high-
way trust fund, is located within the bound-
aries of more than 1 metropolitan planning 
area, the metropolitan planning organiza-
tions shall coordinate plans regarding the 
transportation improvement. 

ø‘‘(3) INTERREGIONAL AND INTERSTATE 
PROJECT IMPACTS.—Planning for NHS, com-
muter rail projects or other projects with 

substantial impacts outside a single metro-
politan planning area or State shall be co-
ordinated directly with the affected, contig-
uous MPOs and States. 

ø‘‘(4) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PLANNING 
PROCESSES.—The Secretary shall encourage 
each MPO to coordinate its planning process, 
to the maximum extent practicable, with 
those officials responsible for other types of 
planning activities that are affected by 
transportation, including State and local 
planned growth, economic development, en-
vironmental protection, airport operations, 
and freight. The metropolitan planning proc-
ess shall develop transportation plans with 
due consideration of, and in coordination 
with, other related planning activities with-
in the metropolitan area. This should in-
clude the design and delivery of transpor-
tation services within the metropolitan area 
that are provided by— 

ø‘‘(A) recipients of assistance under chap-
ter 53 of this title; 

ø‘‘(B) governmental agencies and nonprofit 
organizations (including representatives of 
the agencies and organizations) that receive 
Federal assistance from a source other than 
the Department of Transportation to provide 
non-emergency transportation services; and 

ø‘‘(C) recipients of assistance under section 
204 of title 23. 

ø‘‘(f) SCOPE OF PLANNING PROCESS.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The goals and objec-

tives developed through the metropolitan 
planning process for a metropolitan planning 
area under this section shall address the fol-
lowing factors as they relate to the perform-
ance of the metropolitan area transportation 
systems to—

ø‘‘(A) support the economic vitality of the 
metropolitan area, especially by enabling 
global competitiveness, productivity, and ef-
ficiency, including through services provided 
by public and private operators; 

ø‘‘(B) increase the safety of the transpor-
tation system for motorized and non-
motorized users; 

ø‘‘(C) increase the security of the transpor-
tation system for motorized and non-
motorized users; 

ø‘‘(D) increase the accessibility and mobil-
ity of people and for freight, including 
through services provided by public and pri-
vate operators; 

ø‘‘(E) protect and enhance the environ-
ment, promote energy conservation, and pro-
mote consistency between transportation 
improvements and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns; 

ø‘‘(F) enhance the integration and 
connectivity of the transportation system, 
across and between modes, for people and 
freight, including through services provided 
by public and private operators; 

ø‘‘(G) promote efficient system manage-
ment and operation; and 

ø‘‘(H) emphasize the preservation of the ex-
isting transportation system, including serv-
ices provided by public and private opera-
tors. 

ø‘‘(2) FAILURE TO CONSIDER FACTORS.—The 
failure to consider any factor specified in 
paragraph (1) shall not be reviewable by any 
court under title 23 or this title, subchapter 
II of chapter 5 of title 5, or chapter 7 of title 
5 in any matter affecting a transportation 
plan, a transportation improvement plan, a 
project or strategy, or the certification of a 
planning process. 

ø‘‘(g) DEVELOPMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
PLAN.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each metropolitan 
planning organization shall prepare, and up-
date at least every five years a transpor-
tation plan for its metropolitan planning 
area in accordance with the requirements of 
this subsection. 

ø‘‘(2) TRANSPORTATION PLAN.—A transpor-
tation plan under this section shall be in a 
form that the Secretary determines to be ap-
propriate and shall contain, at a minimum, 
the following: 

ø‘‘(A) An identification of transportation 
facilities (including but not necessarily lim-
ited to major roadways, transit, multimodal 
and intermodal facilities, and intermodal 
connectors) that should function as an inte-
grated metropolitan transportation system, 
giving emphasis to those facilities that serve 
important national and regional transpor-
tation functions. In formulating the trans-
portation plan, the metropolitan planning 
organization shall consider factors described 
in subsection (f) as such factors relate to a 
20-year forecast period. 

ø‘‘(B) A financial plan that demonstrates 
how the adopted transportation plan can be 
implemented, indicates resources from pub-
lic and private sources that are reasonably 
expected to be made available to carry out 
the plan, and recommends any additional fi-
nancing strategies for needed projects and 
programs. The financial plan may include, 
for illustrative purposes, additional projects 
that would be included in the adopted trans-
portation plan if reasonable additional re-
sources beyond those identified in the finan-
cial plan were available. However, no illus-
trative project may be advanced without an 
action of the Secretary. For the purpose of
developing the transportation plan, the met-
ropolitan planning organization, transit op-
erator and State shall cooperatively develop 
estimates of funds that will be available to 
support plan implementation. 

ø‘‘(C) Operational and management strate-
gies to improve the performance of existing 
transportation facilities to relieve vehicular 
congestion and maximize the safety and mo-
bility of people and goods. 

ø‘‘(D) Capital investment and other strate-
gies to preserve the existing metropolitan 
transportation infrastructure and provide for 
multimodal capacity increases based on re-
gional priorities and needs. 

ø‘‘(E) Proposed transportation and transit 
enhancement activities. 

ø‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH CLEAN AIR ACT 
AGENCIES.—In metropolitan areas which are 
in nonattainment for ozone or carbon mon-
oxide under the Clean Air Act, the metro-
politan planning organization shall coordi-
nate the development of transportation plan 
with the process for development of the 
transportation control measures of the State 
implementation plan required by the Clean 
Air Act. 

ø‘‘(4) TRANSPORTATION CONFORMITY.— 
ø‘‘(A) For the purposes of Section 7506 of 

title 42, United States Code, the transpor-
tation plan shall be considered to be a trans-
portation plan or a portion of a transpor-
tation plan, developed pursuant to this sec-
tion that extends for the longest of the fol-
lowing periods—

ø‘‘(i) the first 10-year period of any such 
plan, 

ø‘‘(ii) the latest year in the area’s applica-
ble implementation plan which contains a 
motor vehicle emissions budget, or 

ø‘‘(iii) the completion date of a regionally 
significant project, if the project requires ap-
proval before the subsequent conformity de-
termination. 

ø‘‘(B) A regional motor vehicle emissions 
analysis for the last year of the transpor-
tation plan shall be developed for informa-
tion purposes only, if such year extends be-
yond the time frame established by subpara-
graph (A). The results of the analysis shall 
be provided to involved governors, the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, and the Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Transportation, and should be con-
sidered by air quality and transportation 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:04 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00069 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03FE6.019 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES452 February 3, 2004
planning agencies in subsequent updates of 
air quality and transportation plans. The re-
sults of this analysis shall be made available 
to the public. 

ø‘‘(5) PARTICIPATION BY INTERESTED PAR-
TIES.—Before the approval of a transpor-
tation plan by the Governor and metropoli-
tan planning organization, each metropoli-
tan planning organization shall provide citi-
zens, affected public agencies, representa-
tives of public transportation employees, 
freight shippers, providers of freight trans-
portation services, private providers of 
transportation, representatives of users of 
public transit, representatives of users of pe-
destrian walkways and bicycle transpor-
tation facilities, and other interested parties 
with a reasonable opportunity to comment 
on the transportation plan, in a manner that 
the Secretary deems appropriate. 

ø‘‘(6) APPROVAL OF TRANSPORTATION PLAN.—
ø‘‘(A) Each transportation plan prepared 

by a metropolitan planning organization 
shall be—

ø‘‘(i) approved by the MPO, and 
ø‘‘(ii) submitted to the Governor for ap-

proval of the first five years of the plan. 
ø‘‘(B) The projects listed in the first five 

years of the plan may be selected for ad-
vancement consistent with the project selec-
tion requirements. Major amendments (addi-
tion, deletion, or concept and scope change 
of a regionally significant project) to this 
list would require appropriate public in-
volvement, financial planning, transpor-
tation conformity analyses and a finding by 
the FHWA and FTA that the amended plan 
was produced in a manner consistent with 
this section. 

ø‘‘(7) INCLUDED PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(A) PROJECTS UNDER CHAPTER 1 OF TITLE 

23 AND CHAPTER 53 OF TITLE 49.—A transpor-
tation plan developed under this section for 
a metropolitan area shall include the 
projects and strategies within the area that 
are proposed for funding under chapter 1 of 
title 23 and chapter 53 of title 49. 

ø‘‘(B) PROJECTS UNDER CHAPTER 2 OF TITLE 
23—REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS.—Re-
gionally significant projects proposed for 
funding under chapter 2 of title 23 shall be 
identified individually in the metropolitan 
transportation plan. 

ø‘‘(C) OTHER PROJECTS.—Projects proposed 
for funding under chapter 2 of title 23 that 
are not determined to be regionally signifi-
cant shall be grouped in 1 line item or identi-
fied individually in the metropolitan trans-
portation plan. 

ø‘‘(8) SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise 

provided in subsection (h)(4) the selection of 
federally funded projects in metropolitan 
planning areas shall be carried out, from the 
approved transportation plan—

ø‘‘(i) by—
ø‘‘(I) in the case of projects under chapter 

1 of title 23, the State; 
ø‘‘(II) in the case of projects under section 

5307 of this title, the designated transit fund-
ing recipients; and 

ø(III) in the case of projects under 5308, 
5310, 5311, and 5317, the State; and 

ø‘‘(ii) in cooperation with the metropolitan 
planning organization. 

ø‘‘(B) MODIFICATIONS TO PROJECT PRI-
ORITY.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, action by the Secretary shall not be 
required to advance a project from the first 
five years of the plan included in the ap-
proved transportation plan in place of an-
other project in the same five-year period. 

ø‘‘(9) PUBLICATION.—
ø‘‘(A) PUBLICATION OF TRANSPORTATION 

PLAN.—A transportation plan involving fed-
eral participation shall be published or oth-
erwise made readily available by the metro-

politan planning organization for public re-
view. 

ø‘‘(B) PUBLICATION OF ANNUAL LISTINGS OF 
PROJECTS.—An annual listing of projects, in-
cluding investments in pedestrian walkways 
and bicycle transportation facilities, for 
which Federal funds have been obligated in 
the preceding five years shall be published or 
otherwise made available by the cooperative 
effort of the State, transit operator and the 
metropolitan planning organization for pub-
lic review. The listing shall be consistent 
with the funding categories identified in the 
first five years of the transportation plan. 

ø‘‘(h) TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT 
AREAS.—

ø‘‘(1) REQUIRED IDENTIFICATION.—The Sec-
retary shall identify as a transportation 
management area each urbanized area (as 
defined by the Bureau of the Census) with a 
population of over 200,000 individuals. 

ø‘‘(2) TRANSPORTATION PLANS.—In a metro-
politan planning area serving a transpor-
tation management area, transportation 
plans shall be based on a continuing and 
comprehensive transportation planning proc-
ess carried out by the metropolitan planning 
organization in cooperation with the State 
and transit operators. 

ø‘‘(3) CONGESTION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM.—
Within a metropolitan planning area serving 
a transportation management area, the 
transportation planning process under this 
section shall address congestion manage-
ment through a process that provides for ef-
fective management and operation, based on 
a cooperatively developed and implemented 
metropolitan-wide strategy, of new and ex-
isting transportation facilities eligible for 
funding under title 23 and chapter 53 of this 
title through the use of travel demand reduc-
tion and operational management strategies. 
The Secretary shall establish an appropriate 
phase-in schedule for compliance with the 
requirements of this section but no sooner 
than one-year after the identification of a 
transportation management area. 

ø‘‘(4) SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—All federally funded 

projects carried out within the boundaries of 
a metropolitan planning area serving a 
transportation management area under title 
23 (excluding projects carried out on the Na-
tional Highway System and projects carried 
out under the bridge program or the Inter-
state maintenance program) or under chap-
ter 53 of this title shall be selected for imple-
mentation from the approved transportation 
plan by the metropolitan planning organiza-
tion designated for the area in consultation 
with the State and any affected public tran-
sit operator. 

ø‘‘(B) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
PROJECTS.—Projects, carried out within the 
boundaries of a metropolitan planning area 
serving a transportation management area, 
on the National Highway System and 
projects carried out within such boundaries 
under the bridge program or the Interstate 
maintenance program under title 23 shall be 
selected for implementation from the ap-
proved transportation plan by the State in 
cooperation with the metropolitan planning 
organization designated for the area. 

ø‘‘(5) CERTIFICATION.—
ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—
ø‘‘(i) ensure that the metropolitan plan-

ning process of an MPO serving a transpor-
tation management area is being carried out 
in accordance with applicable provisions of 
Federal law; and 

ø‘‘(ii) subject to subparagraph (B), certify, 
not less often than once every 5 years that 
the requirements of this paragraph are met 
with respect to the metropolitan planning 
process. 

ø‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTIFICATION.—
The Secretary may make the certification 
under subparagraph (A) if—

ø‘‘(i) the transportation planning process 
complies with the requirements of this sec-
tion and other applicable requirements of 
Federal law; and 

ø‘‘(ii) there is a transportation plan for the 
metropolitan planning area that has been ap-
proved by the metropolitan planning organi-
zation and the Governor. 

ø‘‘(C) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO CERTIFY.—
ø‘‘(i) WITHHOLDING OF PROJECT FUNDS.—If a 

metropolitan planning process of an metro-
politan planning organization serving a TMA 
is not certified, the Secretary may withhold 
a portion or all of the funds available to met-
ropolitan planning area of the metropolitan 
planning organization for projects funded 
under title 23 and chapter 53 of this title. 

ø‘‘(ii) RESTORATION OF WITHHELD FUNDS.—
The withheld funds shall be restored to the 
metropolitan planning area at such time as 
the metropolitan planning process is cer-
tified by the Secretary. 

ø‘‘(D) REVIEW OF CERTIFICATION.—In mak-
ing certification determinations under this 
paragraph, the Secretary shall provide for 
public involvement appropriate to the met-
ropolitan area under review. 

ø‘‘(i) ABBREVIATED PLANS FOR CERTAIN 
AREAS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph 
(2), in the case of a metropolitan area not 
designated as a transportation management 
area under this section, the Secretary may 
provide for the development of an abbre-
viated transportation plan for the metropoli-
tan planning area that the Secretary deter-
mines is appropriate to achieve the purposes 
of this section, taking into account the com-
plexity of transportation problems in the 
area. 

ø‘‘(2) NONATTAINMENT AREAS.—The Sec-
retary may not permit abbreviated plans for 
a metropolitan area that is in nonattain-
ment for ozone or carbon monoxide under 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.). 

ø‘‘(j) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CER-
TAIN NONATTAINMENT AREAS.—

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provisions of title 23 or chapter 53 of 
this title, for transportation management 
areas classified as nonattainment for ozone 
or carbon monoxide pursuant to the Clean 
Air Act, Federal funds may not be advanced 
in such area for any highway project that 
will result in a significant increase in car-
rying capacity for single-occupant vehicles 
unless the project is addressed through a 
congestion management process. 

ø‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY.—This subsection ap-
plies to a nonattainment area within the 
metropolitan planning area boundaries de-
termined under subsection (c). 

ø‘‘(k) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to confer on a metropolitan planning 
organization the authority to impose legal 
requirements on any transportation facility, 
provider, or project not eligible under title 
23 or chapter 53 of this title. 

ø‘‘(l) FUNDING.—Funds set aside under sec-
tion 104(f) of title 23 or section 5305(h) of this 
title shall be available to carry out this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(m) CONTINUATION OF CURRENT REVIEW 
PRACTICE.—Since plans described in this sec-
tion are subject to a reasonable opportunity 
for public comment, individual projects in-
cluded in plans are subject to review under 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and decisions by 
the Secretary concerning plans described in 
this section have not been reviewed under 
such Act as of January 1, 1997, any decision 
by the Secretary concerning a plan described 
in this section shall not be considered to be 
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a Federal action subject to review under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

ø‘‘(n) RELATIONSHIP TO THE NEPA PROC-
ESS.—

ø‘‘(1) To expedite the planning and develop-
ment of transportation improvements in 
compliance with this section and section 5204 
and the National Environmental Policy Act 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), to facilitate compli-
ance with the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 
et seq.) and other Federal environmental 
laws, and to fulfill the directive in section 
1308 of the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century, Public Law 105–206, to inte-
grate the major investment study require-
ment into the transportation planning and 
National Environmental Policy Act proc-
esses, the Secretary and heads of other Fed-
eral agencies shall presume that the results 
of studies developed as part of the planning 
process establish the basis for an environ-
mental assessment or impact statement, pro-
vided that such studies, pursuant to the pro-
visions of this section— 

ø‘‘(A) are consistent with subsection (a)(4) 
of this section; 

ø‘‘(B) provided opportunities for citizens 
and interested parties to participate during 
the studies; 

ø‘‘(C) included consideration of an appro-
priate range of alternatives, such as alter-
native modes, technologies, general align-
ments, and policies; and 

ø‘‘(D) considered the planning factors of 
subsection (f)(1). 

ø‘‘(2) The results of studies developed as 
part of the planning process and that are 
presumed to establish the basis for an envi-
ronmental assessment or impact statement, 
as described in subsection (1) of this section, 
include, but are not limited to— 

ø‘‘(A) the purpose and need; 
ø‘‘(B) the alternatives selected for evalua-

tion in an environmental assessment or im-
pact statement; and 

ø‘‘(C) an assessment of environmental im-
pacts related to development growth, includ-
ing indirect and cumulative effects, that is 
consistent with local land use, growth man-
agement, or development plans. 

ø‘‘(3) The results of studies developed dur-
ing the planning process may be appended to 
or incorporated by reference in and used to 
substantiate an environmental assessment 
or impact statement. 

ø‘‘§ 5204. Statewide transportation planning 

ø‘‘(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.—
ø‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT OF PLANS AND PRO-

GRAMS.—To accomplish the objectives stated 
in section 5201, each State shall develop a 
statewide transportation plan and a state-
wide Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) for all areas of the State subject to 
section 5203. 

ø‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The statewide transpor-
tation plan and the STIP developed for each 
State shall provide for the development and 
integrated management and operation of 
transportation systems and facilities (in-
cluding pedestrian walkways and bicycle 
transportation facilities) that will function 
as an intermodal transportation system for 
the State and an integral part of an inter-
modal transportation system for the State 
and an integral part of an intermodal trans-
portation system for the United States. 

ø‘‘(3) PROCESS OF DEVELOPMENT.—The proc-
ess for developing the statewide plan and the 
STIP shall provide for consideration of all 
modes of transportation and the policies 
stated in section 5201, and shall be con-
tinuing, cooperative, and comprehensive to 
the degree appropriate, based on the com-
plexity of the transportation problems to be 
addressed. 

ø‘‘(b) COORDINATION WITH METROPOLITAN 
PLANNING; STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—A 
State shall—

ø‘‘(1) coordinate planning carried out under 
this section with the transportation plan-
ning activities carried out under section 5203 
of this title for metropolitan areas of the 
State and with other related Statewide plan-
ning activities such as trade and economic 
development and related multi-State plan-
ning efforts, 

ø‘‘(2) develop the transportation portion of 
the State implementation plan as required 
by the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.), 
and 

ø‘‘(3) participate in the integration of plan-
ning and environmental studies pursuant to 
section 5203(n) of this chapter. 

ø‘‘(c) INTERSTATE AGREEMENTS.—The con-
sent of Congress is granted to 2 or more 
States entering into agreements or com-
pacts, not in conflict with any law of the 
United States, for cooperative efforts and 
mutual assistance in support of activities 
authorized under this section related to 
interstate areas and localities in the States 
and establishing authorities the States con-
sider desirable for making the agreements 
and compacts effective. 

ø‘‘(d) SCOPE OF PLANNING PROCESS.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall carry 

out a statewide transportation planning 
process that provides for consideration of 
projects, strategies and implementing 
projects and services that will—

ø‘‘(A) support the economic vitality of the 
United States, the States, non-metropolitan 
areas, and metropolitan areas, especially by 
enabling global competitiveness, produc-
tivity, and efficiency; 

ø‘‘(B) increase the safety of the transpor-
tation system for motorized and non-motor-
ized users; 

ø‘‘(C) increase the security of the transpor-
tation system for motorized and non-
motorized users; 

ø‘‘(D) increase the accessibility and mobil-
ity of people and freight; 

ø‘‘(E) protect and enhance the environ-
ment, promote energy conservation, promote 
consistency between transportation improve-
ments and State and local planned growth 
and economic development patterns, and im-
prove the quality of life; 

ø‘‘(F) enhance the integration and 
connectivity of the transportation system, 
across and between modes throughout the 
State, for people and freight; 

ø‘‘(G) promote efficient system manage-
ment and operation; and 

ø‘‘(H) emphasize the preservation of the ex-
isting transportation system. 

ø‘‘(2) FAILURE TO CONSIDER FACTORS.—The 
failure to consider any factor specified in 
paragraph (1) of this subsection shall not be 
reviewable by any court under title 23 or this 
title, subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 5, or 
chapter 7 of title 5 in any matter affecting a 
statewide transportation plan, the STIP, a 
project or strategy, or the certification of a 
planning process. 

ø‘‘(e) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—In car-
rying out planning under this section, each 
State shall consider, at a minimum—

ø‘‘(1) with respect to non-metropolitan 
areas, the concerns of affected local officials 
with responsibility for transportation; 

ø‘‘(2) the concerns of Indian tribal govern-
ments and Federal land management agen-
cies that have jurisdiction over land within 
the boundaries of the State; and 

ø‘‘(3) coordination of transportation plans, 
the STIP, and planning activities with re-
lated planning activities being carried out 
outside of metropolitan planning areas and 
between States; 

ø‘‘(f) STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN.—

ø‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT.—Each State shall de-
velop a statewide transportation plan, with a 
minimum 20-year forecast period, updated at 
least every five years, for all areas of the 
State, that provides for the development and 
implementation of the intermodal transpor-
tation system of the State. 

ø‘‘(2) CONSULTATION WITH GOVERNMENTS.—
ø‘‘(A) METROPOLITAN AREAS.—The state-

wide transportation plan shall be developed 
for each metropolitan area in the State in 
cooperation with the metropolitan planning 
organization designated for the metropolitan 
area under section 5203. 

ø‘‘(B) NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS.—With re-
spect to non-metropolitan areas, the state-
wide transportation plan shall be developed 
in consultation with affected non-metropoli-
tan officials with responsibility for transpor-
tation. The Secretary shall not review or ap-
prove the consultation process in each State. 

ø‘‘(C) INDIAN TRIBAL AREAS.—With respect 
to each area of the State under the jurisdic-
tion of an Indian tribal government, the 
statewide transportation plan shall be devel-
oped in consultation with the tribal govern-
ment and the Secretary of the Interior. 

ø‘‘(3) PARTICIPATION BY INTERESTED PAR-
TIES.—In developing the statewide transpor-
tation plan, the State shall—

ø‘‘(A) provide citizens, affected public 
agencies, representatives of public transpor-
tation employees, freight shippers, private 
providers of transportation, representatives 
of users of public transportation, representa-
tives of users of pedestrian walkways and bi-
cycle transportation facilities, providers of 
freight transportation services, and other in-
terested parties with a reasonable oppor-
tunity to comment on the proposed plan; and 

ø‘‘(B) identify transportation strategies 
necessary to efficiently serve the mobility 
needs of people. 

ø‘‘(4) FINANCIAL PLAN.—The statewide 
transportation plan may include a financial 
plan that demonstrates how the adopted 
statewide transportation plan can be imple-
mented, indicates resources from public and 
private sources that are reasonably expected 
to be made available to carry out the plan, 
and recommends any additional financing 
strategies for needed projects and programs. 
The financial plan may include, for illus-
trative purposes, additional projects that 
would be included in the adopted statewide 
transportation plan if reasonable additional 
resources beyond those identified in the fi-
nancial plan were available. 

ø‘‘(5) SELECTION OF PROJECTS FROM ILLUS-
TRATIVE LIST.—A State shall not be required 
to select any project from the illustrative 
list of additional projects included in the fi-
nancial plan described in paragraph (4). 

ø‘‘(6) EXISTING SYSTEM.—The statewide 
transportation plan should include capital, 
operations and management strategies, in-
vestments, procedures, and other measures 
to ensure the preservation and most efficient 
use of the existing transportation system. 

ø‘‘(g) STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IM-
PROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP).—

ø‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT.—Each State shall de-
velop a statewide transportation improve-
ment program for all areas of the State. 

ø‘‘(2) CONSULTATION WITH GOVERNMENTS.—
ø‘‘(A) METROPOLITAN AREAS.—With respect 

to each metropolitan area in the State, the 
program shall be developed in cooperation 
with the metropolitan planning organization 
designated for the metropolitan area under 
section 5203. 

ø‘‘(B) NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS.—With re-
spect to each non-metropolitan area in the 
State, the program shall be developed in con-
sultation with affected non-metropolitan 
local officials with responsibility for trans-
portation. The Secretary shall not review or 
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approve the specific consultation process in 
the State. 

ø‘‘(C) INDIAN TRIBAL AREAS.—With respect 
to each area of the State under the jurisdic-
tion of an Indian tribal government, the pro-
gram shall be developed in consultation with 
the tribal Government and the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

ø‘‘(3) PARTICIPATION BY INTERESTED PAR-
TIES.—In developing the program, the State 
shall provide citizens, affected public agen-
cies, representatives of public transportation 
employees, freight shippers, private pro-
viders of transportation, providers of freight 
transportation services, representatives of 
users of public transit, representatives of 
users of pedestrian walkways and bicycle 
transportation facilities, and other inter-
ested parties with a reasonable opportunity 
to comment on the proposed program. 

ø‘‘(4) INCLUDED PROJECTS.—
ø‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A transportation im-

provement program developed under this 
subsection for a state shall include federally 
supported surface transportation expendi-
tures within the boundaries of the State. The 
program shall cover a minimum of five 
years, identify projects by year, be fiscally 
constrained by year, and be updated at least 
every five years. An annual listing of 
projects for which funds have been obligated 
in the preceding five years in each metro-
politan planning area shall be published or 
otherwise made available by the cooperative 
effort of the State, transit operator, and the 
metropolitan planning organization for pub-
lic review. Regionally significant projects 
proposed for funding under chapter 2 of title 
23 shall be identified individually in the 
transportation improvement program. Other 
projects proposed for funding under chapter 2 
of title 23 that are not determined to be re-
gionally significant shall be grouped in 1 line 
item or identified individually. The listing 
shall be consistent with the funding cat-
egories identified in the first five years of 
each metropolitan transportation plan. 

ø‘‘(B) CONSISTENCY WITH STATEWIDE TRANS-
PORTATION PLAN.—Each project shall be—

ø‘‘(i) consistent with the statewide trans-
portation plan developed under this section 
for the State; 

ø‘‘(ii) identical to the project or phase of 
the project as described in each year of the 
initial five years of an approved metropoli-
tan transportation plan; and 

ø‘‘(iii) in conformance with the applicable 
State air quality implementation plan devel-
oped under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 
et seq.), if the project is carried out in an 
area designated as nonattainment for ozone 
or carbon monoxide under that Act. 

ø‘‘(C) REQUIREMENT OF ANTICIPATED FULL 
FUNDING.—The STIP shall include a project, 
or an identified phase of a project, only if 
full funding can reasonably be anticipated to 
be available for the project within the time 
period contemplated for completion of the 
project. 

ø‘‘(D) FINANCIAL PLAN.—The STIP may in-
clude a financial plan that demonstrates how 
the approved STIP can be implemented, indi-
cates resources from public and private 
sources that are reasonably expected to be 
made available to carry out the STIP, and 
recommends any additional financing strate-
gies for needed projects and programs. The 
financial plan may include, for illustrative 
purposes, additional projects that would be 
included in the adopted transportation plan 
if reasonable additional resources beyond 
those identified in the financial plan were 
available. 

ø‘‘(E) SELECTION OF PROJECTS FROM ILLUS-
TRATIVE LIST.—

ø‘‘(i) NO REQUIRED SELECTION.—Notwith-
standing subparagraph (D), a State shall not 
be required to select any project from the il-

lustrative list of additional projects included 
in the financial plan under subparagraph (D). 

ø‘‘(ii) REQUIRED ACTION BY THE SEC-
RETARY.—Action by the Secretary shall be 
required for a State to select any project 
from the illustrative list of additional 
projects included in the financial plan under 
subparagraph (D) for inclusion in an ap-
proved STIP. 

ø‘‘(F) PRIORITIES.—The STIP shall reflect 
the priorities for programming and expendi-
tures of funds, including transportation and 
transit enhancement activities, required by 
title 23 and chapter 53 of this title, and 
transportation control measures included in 
the State’s air quality implementation plan. 

ø‘‘(5) PROJECT SELECTION FOR AREAS OF 
LESS THAN 50,000 POPULATION.—Projects car-
ried out in areas with populations of less 
than 50,000 individuals shall be selected, from 
the approved STIP (excluding projects car-
ried out on the National Highway System 
and projects carried out under the bridge 
program or the interstate maintenance pro-
gram under title 23 or sections 5308, 5310, 
5311, and 5317 of this title), by the State in 
cooperation with the affected non-metropoli-
tan local officials with responsibility for 
transportation. Projects carried out in areas 
with populations of less than 50,000 individ-
uals on the National Highway System or 
under the bridge program or the interstate 
maintenance program under title 23 or under 
sections 5308, 5310, 5311, and 5317 of this title 
shall be selected, from the approved state-
wide transportation improvement program, 
by the State in consultation with the af-
fected local officials with responsibility for 
transportation. 

ø‘‘(6) STIP APPROVAL.—A STIP developed 
under this subsection shall be reviewed and 
based on a current Planning Finding ap-
proved at least every five years by the Sec-
retary. 

ø‘‘(7) PLANNING FINDING.—A finding shall be 
made by the Secretary at least every five 
years that the transportation planning proc-
ess(es) through which statewide transpor-
tation plans and programs are developed are 
consistent with this section and section 5203. 

ø‘‘(8) MODIFICATIONS TO PROJECT PRI-
ORITY.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, action by the Secretary shall not be 
required to advance a project included in the 
approved STIP in place of another project in 
the program. 

ø‘‘(h) FUNDING.—Funds set aside pursuant 
to section 104(i) of title 23 and 5305(h) of this 
title shall be available to carry out this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(i) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN STATE LAWS 
AS CONGESTION MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS.—For 
purposes of this section and section 5203 of 
this title, State laws, rules or regulations 
pertaining to congestion management sys-
tems or programs may constitute the con-
gestion management system under section 
5203(h)(3) if the Secretary finds that the 
State laws, rules or regulations are con-
sistent with, and fulfill the intent of, the 
purposes of section 5203, as appropriate. 

ø‘‘(j) CONTINUATION OF CURRENT REVIEW 
PRACTICE.—Since the statewide transpor-
tation plan and the STIP described in this 
section are subject to a reasonable oppor-
tunity for public comment, since individual 
projects included in the statewide transpor-
tation plans and the STIP are subject to re-
view under the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and 
since decisions by the Secretary concerning 
statewide transportation plans or the STIP 
described in this section have not been re-
viewed under such Act as of January 1, 1997, 
any decision by the Secretary concerning a 
metropolitan or statewide transportation 
plan or the STIP described in this section 
shall not be considered to be a Federal ac-

tion subject to review under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.). 

ø‘‘(k) INTEGRATION OF PLANNING AND ENVI-
RONMENTAL STUDIES.—Section 5203(n) of this 
chapter shall also apply to the planning 
process established under this section, ex-
cept that the planning factors to be consid-
ered shall be those set forth in subsection (d) 
of this section.’’. 

ø(b) CONSISTENCY OF CONFORMITY TIMING 
WITH THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN.—Section 
7506(c)(4) of title 42, United States Code, is 
amended—

ø(1) in subparagraph (B)(ii) by striking ‘‘, 
but in no case shall such determinations for 
transportation plans and programs be less 
frequent than every three years’’, and insert-
ing ‘‘but the frequency for making con-
formity determinations for transportation 
plans must be consistent with subparagraph 
(E)’’; and 

ø(2) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

ø‘‘(E) The frequency for making con-
formity determinations on updated transpor-
tation plans shall be every five years, except 
when: 

ø‘‘(i) the metropolitan planning organiza-
tion chooses to update a transportation plan 
more frequently, or 

ø‘‘(ii) changes to the applicable implemen-
tation plan trigger a new conformity deter-
mination, as provided in regulations promul-
gated by the Administrator pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A) above.’’. 

ø(c) CONFORMING CLARIFICATION.—Upon 
date of enactment of this Act, the references 
to ‘‘program’’ and ‘‘improvement program’’ 
in section 7506 of title 42, United States 
Code, shall refer to the transportation plan 
developed pursuant to section 5203 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

ø(d) STREAMLINED STATE CONFORMITY RULE 
REQUIREMENTS.—Section 7506(c)(4)(C) of title 
42, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(C) Such procedures shall also include a 
requirement that each State shall submit to 
the Administrator and the Secretary of 
Transportation, within 24 months of such 
date of enactment, a revision to its imple-
mentation plan that includes criteria and 
procedures for consultation in accordance 
with the Administrator’s criteria and proce-
dures for consultation required by subpara-
graph (B)(i) of this paragraph.’’. 

ø(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) The 
table of chapters for title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting the following 
after the item relating to chapter 51:
ø‘‘52. Transportation Planning .......... 5201’’.

ø(2) The chapter analysis for Subtitle III of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting the following after the item relat-
ing to chapter 51:
ø‘‘52. Transportation Planning .......... 5201’’.
øSEC. 6002. INTERMODAL PASSENGER FACILI-

TIES. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 55 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended by adding 
the following at the end: 

ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—INTERMODAL 
PASSENGER FACILITIES 

ø§ 5571. Policy and purposes 
ø‘‘(a) DEVELOPMENT AND ENHANCEMENT OF 

INTERMODAL PASSENGER FACILITIES.—It is in 
the economic interest of the United States 
to improve the efficiency of public surface 
transportation modes by ensuring their con-
nection with and access to intermodal pas-
senger terminals, thereby streamlining the 
transfer of passengers among modes, enhanc-
ing travel options, and increasing passenger 
transportation operating efficiencies. 

ø‘‘(b) GENERAL PURPOSES.—The purposes of 
this subchapter are to accelerate intermodal 
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integration among North America’s pas-
senger transportation modes through—

ø‘‘(1) assuring intercity public transpor-
tation access to intermodal passenger facili-
ties; 

ø‘‘(2) encouraging the development of an 
integrated system of public transportation 
information; and 

ø‘‘(3) providing intercity bus intermodal 
passenger facility grants. 

ø§ 5572. Definitions 
ø‘‘In this subchapter—

ø‘‘(1) ‘capital project’ means a project for—
ø‘‘(A) acquiring, constructing, improving, 

or renovating an intermodal facility that is 
related physically and functionally to inter-
city bus service and establishes or enhances 
coordination between intercity bus service 
and transportation, including aviation, com-
muter rail, intercity rail, public transpor-
tation, seaports, and the National Highway 
System, such as physical infrastructure as-
sociated with private bus operations at exist-
ing and new intermodal facilities, including 
special lanes, curb cuts, ticket kiosks and 
counters, baggage and package express stor-
age, employee parking, office space, secu-
rity, and signage; and 

ø‘‘(B) establishing or enhancing coordina-
tion between intercity bus service and trans-
portation, including aviation, commuter 
rail, intercity rail, public transportation, 
and the National Highway System through 
an integrated system of public transpor-
tation information. 

ø‘‘(2) ‘commuter service’ means service de-
signed primarily to provide daily work trips 
within the local commuting area. 

ø‘‘(3) ‘intercity bus service’ means regu-
larly scheduled bus service for the general 
public which operates with limited stops 
over fixed routes connecting two or more 
urban areas not in close proximity, which 
has the capacity for transporting baggage 
carried by passengers, and which makes 
meaningful connections with scheduled 
intercity bus service to more distant points, 
if such service is available and may include 
package express service, if incidental to pas-
senger transportation, but does not include 
air, commuter, water or rail service. 

ø‘‘(4) ‘intermodal passenger facility’ means 
passenger terminal that does, or can be 
modified to, accommodate several modes of 
transportation and related facilities, includ-
ing some or all of the following: intercity 
rail, intercity bus, commuter rail, intra-city 
rail transit and bus transportation, airport 
limousine service and airline ticket offices, 
rent-a-car facilities, taxis, private parking, 
and other transportation services. 

ø‘‘(5) ‘local governmental authority’ in-
cludes—

ø‘‘(A) a political subdivision of a State; 
ø‘‘(B) an authority of at least one State or 

political subdivision of a State; 
ø‘‘(C) an Indian tribe; and 
ø‘‘(D) a public corporation, board, or com-

mission established under the laws of the 
State. 

ø‘‘(6) ‘owner or operator of a public trans-
portation facility’ means an owner or oper-
ator of intercity-rail, intercity-bus, com-
muter-rail, commuter-bus, rail-transit, bus-
transit, or ferry services. 

ø‘‘(7) ‘recipient’ means a State or local 
governmental authority or a nonprofit orga-
nization that receives a grant to carry out 
this section directly from the Federal gov-
ernment. 

ø‘‘(8) ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of 
Transportation. 

ø‘‘(9) ‘state’ means a State of the United 
States, the District of Columbia, Puerto 
Rico, the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, and the Virgin Islands. 

ø‘‘(10) ‘urban area’ means an area that in-
cludes a municipality or other built-up place 
that the Secretary, after considering local 
patterns and trends of urban growth, decides 
is appropriate for a local public transpor-
tation system to serve individuals in the lo-
cality. 
ø‘‘§ 5573. Assurance of access to intermodal 

passenger facilities 
ø‘‘Intercity buses and other modes of 

transportation shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, have access to publicly funded 
intermodal passenger facilities including, 
but not limited to, those passenger facilities 
seeking funding under section 5574. 
ø‘‘§ 5574. Intercity bus intermodal passenger 

facility grants 
ø‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 

of Transportation may make grants under 
this section to recipients in financing a cap-
ital project, as defined in section 5572 of this 
chapter, only if the Secretary finds that the 
proposed project is justified and has ade-
quate financial commitment. 

ø‘‘(b) COMPETITIVE GRANT SELECTION.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a national solicita-
tion for applications for grants under this 
section. Grantees shall be selected on a com-
petitive basis. 

ø‘‘(c) SHARE OF NET PROJECT COSTS.—
ø‘‘(1) A grant shall not exceed 50 percent of 

the net project cost, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

ø‘‘(2) The portion of the net costs of an eli-
gible project that is not funded under this 
section shall be from an undistributed cash 
surplus, a replacement or depreciation cash 
fund or reserve, or new capital and may in-
clude up to 30 percent from amounts appro-
priated to or made available to a department 
or agency of the Federal government that 
are eligible to be expended for transpor-
tation. 

ø‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
issue regulations necessary to carry out this 
section. 
ø‘‘§ 5575. Funding 

ø‘‘(a) MASS TRANSIT ACCOUNT.—
ø‘‘(1) FUNDING.—To carry out this Sub-

chapter, there is authorized to be appro-
priated for each of fiscal years 2005 through 
2009 from the Mass Transit Account of the 
Highway Trust Fund the amounts made 
available under section 5338(a)(2)(O) of this 
title. 

ø‘‘(2) CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATIONS.—A grant 
approved by the Secretary of Transportation 
that is financed with amounts made avail-
able under subsection (a) of this section is a 
contractual obligation of the United States 
Government to pay the Government’s share 
of the cost of the project. 

ø‘‘(b) HIGHWAY ACCOUNT.—
ø‘‘(1) There is authorized to be appro-

priated from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) to carry out 
this subchapter $10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2005 through 2009. 

ø‘‘(2) The funding made available under 
paragraph (1) of this subsection shall be 
available for obligation in the same manner 
as if such funds were apportioned under 
chapter 1 of title 23 and shall be subject to 
any obligation limitation imposed on funds 
for Federal-aid highways and highway safety 
construction programs. 

ø‘‘(c) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Amounts 
made available by subsection (a) of this sec-
tion shall remain available until expended.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table 
of contents for chapter 55 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting the fol-
lowing at the end:

ø‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—INTERMODAL PASSENGER 
FACILITIES 

øSec. 

ø‘‘5571. Policy and Purposes. 
ø‘‘5572. Definitions. 
ø‘‘5573. Assurance of access to intermodal fa-

cilities. 
ø‘‘5574. Intercity bus intermodal facility 

grants. 
ø‘‘5575. Funding.’’.

øTITLE VII—MISCELLANEOUS 
øSubtitle A—Railroads 

øSEC. 7101. RAIL CORRIDOR PLANNING. 
øSection 26101(b)(1) of title 49, United 

States Code, is amended in the first sentence 
thereof by adding ‘‘(1)’’ after the word ‘‘de-
termines’’ and by adding ‘‘or (2) that it is 
necessary to help promote an effective and 
efficient system of conventional speed inter-
city rail passenger operations’’ after the 
word ‘‘improvements’’. 
øSEC. 7102. HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORIZATIONS. 

øSection 26104 of Title 49, United States 
Code, is revised to read as follows: 
ø‘‘§ 26104. Authorization of appropriations 

ø‘‘(a) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary $25,000,000 each year 
for fiscal years 2004 through 2009 for carrying 
out section 26101 (including payment of ad-
ministrative expenses related thereto). 

ø‘‘(b) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary $25,000,000 each year 
for fiscal years 2004 through 2009 for carrying 
out section 26102 (including payment of ad-
ministrative expenses related thereto).’’

ø‘‘(c) Funds made available under this sec-
tion shall remain available until expended.’’. 

øSubtitle B—Miscellaneous Technical 
Corrections to Title 49

øSEC. 7201. CORRECTION OF OBSOLETE REF-
ERENCES TO INTERSTATE COM-
MERCE COMMISSION. 

ø(a) Except as otherwise provided, a ref-
erence in this section to an amendment to, 
or a repeal of, a section or other provision is 
deemed to be a reference to a section or 
other provision of title 49, United States 
Code. 

ø(b)(1) Section 307 (Safety information and 
intervention in Interstate Commerce Com-
mission proceedings) is repealed. 

ø(2) The analysis of chapter 3 is amended 
by striking the item designated ‘‘307’’. 

ø(c) Subsections (d)(1)(C) and (e) of section 
333 (Responsibility for rail transportation 
unification and coordination projects) are 
amended by striking ‘‘Interstate Commerce 
Commission’’ and ‘‘Commission’’ each place 
the words appear and substituting ‘‘Surface 
Transportation Board’’ and ‘‘Board’’, respec-
tively. 

ø(d) Section 10903(b)(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘24706(c) of this title’’ and substituting 
‘‘24706(c) of this title before May 31, 1998’’. 

ø(e) Section 13541(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘finds that’’ and all that follows, and sub-
stituting—‘‘finds that the exemption is in 
the public interest and that the application 
of that provision—

ø‘‘(1) is not necessary to carry out the 
transportation policy of section 13101; and 

ø‘‘(2) is not needed to protect shippers from 
the abuse of market power or that the trans-
action or service is of limited scope.’’. 

ø(f)(1) Section 14704 (Rights and remedies 
of persons injured by carriers or brokers) is 
amended as follows: 

ø(A) In subsection (a) —
ø(i) strike ‘‘IN GENERAL.—’’ and all that fol-

lows through ‘‘injured’’ and substitute ‘‘EN-
FORCEMENT OF ORDER.—A person injured’’; 
and 

ø(ii) redesignate paragraph (2) as sub-
section (b)(2); and 

ø(B) In subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Liabil-
ity and damages’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘A carrier’’ and substitute ‘‘LIABIL-
ITY AND DAMAGES.—(1) A carrier’’. 

ø(2) Section 14705(c) is amended by striking 
‘‘14704(b)’’ and substituting ‘‘14704(b)(2)’’. 
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ø(g)(1) Subsection (c)(3) of section 24307 

(Special transportation) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Interstate Commerce Commission’’ and 
substituting ‘‘Surface Transportation 
Board’’. 

ø(2) Section 24308 (Use of facilities and pro-
viding services to Amtrak) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Interstate Commerce Commission’’ 
and ‘‘Commission’’ each place the words ap-
pear and substituting ‘‘Surface Transpor-
tation Board’’ and ‘‘Board’’, respectively. 

ø(3) Section 24311 (Acquiring interests in 
property by eminent domain) is amended by 
striking ‘‘Interstate Commerce Commission’’ 
and ‘‘Commission’’ each place the words ap-
pear and substituting ‘‘Surface Transpor-
tation Board’’ and ‘‘Board’’, respectively. 

ø(4) Section 24902 (Goals and requirements) 
is amended by striking ‘‘Interstate Com-
merce Commission’’ and ‘‘Commission’’ each 
place the words appear and substituting 
‘‘Surface Transportation Board’’ and 
‘‘Board’’, respectively. 

ø(5) Section 24904 (General authority) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Interstate Commerce 
Commission’’ and ‘‘Commission’’ each place 
the words appear and substituting ‘‘Surface 
Transportation Board’’ and ‘‘Board’’, respec-
tively. 

øSubtitle C—Hazardous Material 
Transportation 

øSEC. 7301. DEFINITIONS. 
øSection 5102 of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended by revising paragraph (1) to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(1) ‘commerce’ means trade or transpor-
tation in the jurisdiction of the United 
States 

ø‘‘(A) between a place in a State and a 
place outside of the State; 

ø‘‘(B) that affects trade or transportation 
between a place in a State and a place out-
side of the State; or 

ø‘‘(C) on a United States-registered air-
craft.’’
øSEC. 7302. REPRESENTATIONS AND TAMPERING 

WITH HAZARDOUS MATERIAL PACK-
AGING. 

øSection 5103(b)(1) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by revising subparagraph 
(A) to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(A) apply to a person that—
ø‘‘(i) transports a hazardous material in 

commerce; 
ø‘‘(ii) causes a hazardous material to be 

transported in commerce; 
ø‘‘(iii) manufactures, designs, inspects, 

tests, reconditions, marks, or repairs a pack-
aging or packaging component represented 
as qualified for use in transporting haz-
ardous material in commerce; 

ø‘‘(iv) prepares, accepts, or rejects haz-
ardous material for transportation in com-
merce; 

ø‘‘(v) is responsible for the safety of trans-
porting hazardous material in commerce; 

ø‘‘(vi) certifies compliance with any re-
quirement issued under this chapter; 

ø‘‘(vii) misrepresents whether it is engaged 
in any of the above activities; or 

ø‘‘(viii) performs any other act or function 
relating to the transportation in commerce 
of a hazardous material; and’’. 
øSEC. 7303. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL TRANSPOR-

TATION SAFETY AND SECURITY. 
ø(a) ENHANCED AUTHORITY TO DISCOVER 

HIDDEN SHIPMENTS OF HAZARDOUS MATE-
RIAL.—Section 5121 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by revising subsection (c) 
to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(c) INSPECTIONS AND INVESTIGATIONS.—(1) 
A designated officer or employee of the Sec-
retary may—

ø‘‘(A) inspect and investigate, at a reason-
able time and in a reasonable way, records 
and property related to a function described 
in section 5103(b)(1) of this chapter; 

ø‘‘(B) except for the packaging imme-
diately adjacent to its hazardous material 
contents, gain access to, open, and examine 
a package offered for, or in, transportation 
when the officer or employee has an objec-
tively reasonable and articulable belief that 
the package may contain a hazardous mate-
rial; 

ø‘‘(C) remove from transportation a pack-
age or related packages in a shipment of-
fered for or in transportation, and for which 
such officer or employee has an objectively 
reasonable and articulable belief that the 
package or packages may pose an imminent 
hazard, and for which the officer or employee 
contemporaneously documents that belief in 
accordance with procedures established by 
the Secretary; 

ø‘‘(D) gather information from the offeror, 
carrier, packaging manufacturer or retester, 
or other person responsible for the package 
or packages, to ascertain the nature and haz-
ards of the contents of the package or pack-
ages; 

ø‘‘(E) as necessary, under terms and condi-
tions specified by the Secretary, order the 
offeror, carrier, packaging manufacturer or 
retester, or other person responsible for the 
package or packages to have the package or 
packages transported to, opened and the con-
tents examined and analyzed at a facility ap-
propriate for the conduct of this activity; 
and 

ø‘‘(F) when safety might otherwise be com-
promised, authorize properly qualified per-
sonnel to assist in the activities conducted 
under this subsection. 

ø‘‘(2) An officer or employee acting under 
this subsection shall display proper creden-
tials when requested. 

ø‘‘(3) For instances when, as a result of the 
inspection or investigation, an imminent 
hazard is not found to exist, the Secretary 
shall develop procedures to assist in the safe 
resumption of transportation of the package 
or transport unit.’’. 

ø(b) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY FOR HAZARDOUS 
MATERIAL TRANSPORTATION.—Section 5121 is 
amended by striking subsection (e), redesig-
nating subsection (d) as subsection (e), and 
adding a new subsection (d) to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘(d) EMERGENCY ORDERS.—
ø‘‘(1) If, upon inspection, investigation, 

testing, or research, the Secretary deter-
mines that either a violation of a provision 
of this chapter or a regulation issued under 
this chapter, or an unsafe condition or prac-
tice, constitutes or is causing an imminent 
hazard, the Secretary may issue or impose 
emergency restrictions, prohibitions, recalls, 
or out-of-service orders, without notice or 
the opportunity for a hearing, but only to 
the extent necessary to abate the imminent 
hazard. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary’s action under para-
graph (1) of this subsection shall be in a writ-
ten order describing the violation, condition 
or practice that is causing the imminent 
hazard, and stating the restrictions, prohibi-
tions, recalls, or out-of-service orders issued 
or imposed. The order also shall describe the 
standards and procedures for obtaining relief 
from the emergency order. 

ø‘‘(3) After taking action under paragraph 
(1) of this subsection, the Secretary shall 
provide an opportunity for review of that ac-
tion under section 554 of title 5, if a petition 
for review is filed within 20 calendar days 
after issuance of the order. 

ø‘‘(4) If a petition for review is filed and 
the review is not completed by the end of the 
30-day period beginning on the date the peti-
tion was filed, the action will cease to be ef-
fective at the end of that period unless the 
Secretary determines in writing that the 
emergency situation still exists. 

ø‘‘(5) For purposes of this subsection, ‘‘out-
of-service order’’ means a mandate that an 
aircraft, vessel, motor vehicle, train, railcar, 
locomotive, other vehicle, transport unit, 
transport vehicle, freight container, portable 
tank, or other package not be moved until 
specified conditions have been met.’’

ø(c) SECURITY-SENSITIVE INFORMATION.—
Section 5121 is revised by adding a new sub-
section (f) to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(f) SECURITY-SENSITIVE INFORMATION.—
ø‘‘(1) If the Secretary determines that par-

ticular information may reveal a vulner-
ability of a hazardous material to attack 
during transportation in commerce, or may 
facilitate the diversion of hazardous mate-
rial during transportation in commerce for 
use in an attack on people or property, the 
information may be disclosed only—

ø‘‘(A) to an owner, custodian, offeror or 
carrier of the hazardous material; 

ø‘‘(B) to an officer, employee or agent of a 
Federal, State, or local government, includ-
ing a volunteer fire department, concerned 
with carrying out transportation safety 
laws, protecting hazardous material during 
the course of transportation in commerce, 
protecting public safety, or national security 
issues, or enforcing federal laws designed to 
protect public health or the environment; or 

ø‘‘(C) in an administrative or judicial pro-
ceeding brought under this chapter, under 
other federal law designed to protect public 
health or the environment, or one that ad-
dresses terrorist actions or threats of such 
actions. 

ø‘‘(2) The Secretary may make a deter-
mination under subsection (1) of this section 
with respect to a category of information by 
regulation. 

ø‘‘(3) A release of information pursuant to 
a determination under subsection (1) of this 
section is not a release to the public within 
the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 552.’’. 

ø(d) ENHANCEMENTS TO SECURITY RISK AS-
SESSMENT AND EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS.—
Section 5121 is amended by inserting the fol-
lowing after subsection (f): 

ø‘‘(g) AUTHORITY FOR GRANTS, COOPERATIVE 
AGREEMENTS, AND OTHER TRANSACTIONS.—
The Secretary may enter into grants, coop-
erative agreements, and other transactions 
with a person, agency or instrumentality of 
the United States, a unit of State or local 
government, an Indian tribe, a foreign gov-
ernment (in coordination with the Depart-
ment of State), an educational institution, 
or other entity to expand the risk assess-
ment and emergency response capability 
with respect to hazardous materials security 
issues and to carry out this chapter.’’. 

ø(e) CARGO INSPECTION PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Transportation may randomly in-
spect cargo at U.S. Customs ports of entry in 
order to determine the extent to which 
undeclared hazardous material is being of-
fered for transportation in commerce. Under 
this program, an officer or employee of the 
Secretary may open and inspect any cargo 
shipment at a U.S. Customs port of entry if 
that shipment has been randomly selected 
for inspection by a Department supervisor 
who is not on site. The Department of Trans-
portation shall ensure that random inspec-
tions under this program are coordinated in 
advance with the Department of Homeland 
Security and provide for the effective han-
dling and disposition of any violations found. 
The Secretary shall initiate such a program 
within one year after the date of enactment 
of this Act.’’
øSEC. 7304. ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY FOR 

TRANSPORTATION SERVICE AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE ASSURANCE RE-
SEARCH. 

øSection 112 of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended by adding the following new sub-
section to the end: 
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ø‘‘(f) ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY.— 
ø‘‘(1) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, 

AND OTHER TRANSACTIONS.—The Adminis-
trator may enter into grants, cooperative 
agreements, and other transactions with 
Federal or other public agencies (including 
State and local governments) and private or-
ganizations and other persons to conduct re-
search into transportation service and infra-
structure assurance and to carry out re-
search activities of the Administration. 

ø‘‘(2) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN DISCLO-
SURES.—If the Administrator determines 
that particular information developed in re-
search sponsored by the Administration may 
reveal a systemic vulnerability of transpor-
tation service or infrastructure, the informa-
tion may be disclosed only to a person re-
sponsible for the security of the transpor-
tation service or infrastructure or with pro-
tecting public safety or to an officer, em-
ployee, or agent of a Federal, State or local 
government unit whose need for the informa-
tion in the performance of duties is con-
curred in by the Administrator. A release of 
information subject to a determination 
under this section is not a release to the pub-
lic within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 552.’’. 
øSEC. 7305. POSTAL SERVICE CIVIL PENALTY AU-

THORITY. 
ø(a) Section 3001 of title 39, United States 

Code, is amended by adding a new subsection 
(o) as follows: 

ø‘‘(o)(1) Except as permitted by law and 
Postal Service regulation, hazardous mate-
rial is nonmailable. 

ø‘‘(2) For purposes of this section, the term 
‘hazardous material’ means a substance or 
material the Secretary of Transportation 
designates under section 5103(a) of title 49.’’. 

ø(b) Chapter 30 of title 39, United States 
Code, is amended by adding a new section 
3018 at the end as follows: 
ø‘‘Sec. 3018. Hazardous material; civil penalty 

ø‘‘(a) REGULATIONS.—The Postal Service 
shall prescribe regulations for the safe trans-
portation of hazardous material in the mail. 

ø‘‘(b) HAZARDOUS MATERIAL IN THE MAIL.—
No person may—

ø‘‘(1) mail or cause to be mailed a haz-
ardous material that has been declared by 
statute or Postal Service regulation to be 
nonmailable; 

ø‘‘(2) mail or cause to be mailed a haz-
ardous material in violation of any statute 
or Postal Service regulation restricting the 
time, place, or manner in which a hazardous 
material may be mailed; or 

ø‘‘(3) manufacture, distribute, or sell any 
container, packaging kit, or similar device 
that—

ø‘‘(A) is represented, marked, certified, or 
sold by such person for use in the mailing of 
a hazardous material; and 

ø‘‘(B) fails to conform with any statute or 
Postal Service regulation setting forth 
standards for a container, packaging kit, or 
similar device used for the mailing of a haz-
ardous material. 

ø‘‘(c) CIVIL PENALTY.— 
ø‘‘(1) A person that knowingly violates this 

section or a regulation issued under this sec-
tion is liable to the Postal Service for a civil 
penalty of at least $250 but not more than 
$100,000 for each violation, and for any clean-
up costs and damages. A person acts know-
ingly when—

ø‘‘(A) the person has actual knowledge of 
the facts giving rise to the violation; or 

ø‘‘(B) a reasonable person acting in the cir-
cumstances and exercising reasonable care 
would have that knowledge. 

ø‘‘(2) Knowledge by the person of the exist-
ence of a statutory provision, or a regulation 
or requirement prescribed by the Postal 
Service is not an element of an offense under 
this section. 

ø‘‘(3) A separate violation occurs for each 
day a hazardous material, mailed or caused 
to be mailed in noncompliance with this sec-
tion or a regulation issued under this sec-
tion, is in the mail. 

ø‘‘(4) A separate violation occurs for each 
item containing a hazardous material that is 
mailed or caused to be mailed in noncompli-
ance with this section or a regulation issued 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(d) HEARING REQUIREMENT.—The Postal 
Service may find that a person has violated 
this section or a regulation issued under this 
section only after notice and an opportunity 
for a hearing. Under this section, the Postal 
Service shall impose a penalty and recover 
clean-up costs and damages by giving the 
person written notice of the amount of the 
penalty, clean-up costs, and damages. 

ø‘‘(e) PENALTY CONSIDERATIONS.—In deter-
mining the amount of a civil penalty under 
this section, the Postal Service shall con-
sider— 

ø‘‘(1) the nature, circumstances, extent, 
and gravity of the violation; 

ø‘‘(2) with respect to the person who com-
mitted the violation, the degree of culpa-
bility, any history of prior violations, the 
ability to pay, and any effect on the ability 
to continue in business; 

ø‘‘(3) the impact on postal operations; and 
ø‘‘(4) other matters that justice requires. 
ø‘‘(f) CIVIL ACTIONS TO COLLECT.—
ø‘‘(1) In accordance with section 409(d) of 

this title, a civil action may be commenced 
in an appropriate district court of the United 
States to collect a civil penalty, clean-up 
costs, or damages assessed under this sec-
tion. In such action, the validity, amount, 
and appropriateness of the civil penalty, 
clean-up costs, or damages shall not be sub-
ject to review. 

ø‘‘(2) The Postal Service may compromise 
the amount of a civil penalty, clean-up costs, 
or damages assessed under this section be-
fore civil action is taken to collect the pen-
alty, costs, or damages. 

ø‘‘(g) CIVIL JUDICIAL PENALTIES.—At the re-
quest of the Postal Service, the Attorney 
General may bring a civil action in an appro-
priate district court of the United States to 
enforce this chapter or a regulation pre-
scribed or order issued under this chapter. 
The court may award appropriate relief, in-
cluding a temporary or permanent injunc-
tion, punitive damages, and assessment of 
civil penalties considering the same penalty 
amounts and factors as prescribed for the 
Postal Service in an administrative case 
under this section. 

ø‘‘(h) DEPOSITING AMOUNTS COLLECTED.—
Amounts collected under this section shall 
be paid into the Postal Service Fund estab-
lished by section 2003 of this title.’’. 

ø(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chap-
ter analysis for chapter 30 of title 39, United 
States Code, is amended by adding the fol-
lowing:
ø‘‘3018. Hazardous material; civil penalty.’’.
øSEC. 7306. REGISTRATION. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5108 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘class A or B explosive’’ in 
subsection (a)(1)(B) and inserting ‘‘Division 
1.1, 1.2, or 1.3 explosive material’’; and 

ø(2) by revising subsection (a)(2)(B) to read 
as follows: 

ø‘‘(B) a person manufacturing, designing, 
inspecting, testing, reconditioning, marking, 
or repairing a packaging or packaging com-
ponent represented as qualified for use in 
transporting a hazardous material in com-
merce.’’. 

ø(b) CLARIFICATION OF TITLE 18 EXEMP-
TION.—Section 845(a)(1) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(1) aspects of the transportation of ex-
plosive materials via railroad, water, high-

way, or air that pertain to safety, including 
security, and are regulated by the Depart-
ment of Transportation or the Department 
of Homeland Security;’’. 
øSEC. 7307. SHIPPING PAPER RETENTION. 

øSection 5110 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘under 
subsection (b) of this section’’ and inserting 
‘‘by regulation’’; 

ø(2) by striking subsection (b) and redesig-
nating subsections (c)–(e) as subsections (b)–
(d); and 

ø(3) by revising the first sentence in sub-
section (d), as redesignated, to read as fol-
lows: ‘‘The person that provided the shipping 
paper and the carrier required to keep it 
under this section shall retain the paper, or 
an electronic image of it, for a period of 3 
years after the shipping paper was provided 
to the carrier, to be accessible through their 
respective principal places of business.’’. 
øSEC. 7308. PLANNING AND TRAINING GRANTS. 

ø(a) Section 5116 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended—

ø(1) in the second sentence of subsection 
(e), by striking ‘‘of the State or tribe under 
subsections (a)(2)(A) and (b)(2)(A)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘received by the State or tribe under 
subsections (a)(1) and (b)(1)’’; 

ø(2) revising subsection (f) to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘(f) MONITORING AND TECHNICAL ASSIST-
ANCE.—The Secretary of Transportation 
shall monitor public-sector emergency re-
sponse planning and training for an accident 
or incident involving hazardous material. 
Considering the results of the monitoring, 
the Secretary shall provide technical assist-
ance to a State, political subdivision of a 
State, or Indian tribe for carrying out emer-
gency response training and planning for an 
accident or incident involving hazardous ma-
terial and shall coordinate the assistance 
using the existing coordinating mechanisms 
of the National Response Team and, for ra-
dioactive material, the Federal Radiological 
Preparedness Coordinating Committee.’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘Govern-
ment grant’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal finan-
cial assistance’’; 

ø(4) by revising subsection (i) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(i) EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND.—
The Secretary of the Treasury shall estab-
lish an Emergency Preparedness Fund ac-
count in the Treasury into which the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall deposit amounts 
the Secretary of Transportation transfers to 
the Secretary of the Treasury under section 
5108(g)(2)(C) of this title. Without further ap-
propriation, amounts in the account are 
available—

ø‘‘(1) to make grants under this section; 
ø‘‘(2) to monitor and provide technical as-

sistance under subsection (f) of this section; 
ø‘‘(3) to publish and distribute the Emer-

gency Response Guidebook; 
ø‘‘(4) to pay administrative costs of car-

rying out this section and sections 5108(g)(2) 
and 5115 of this title, except that not more 
than 10 percent of the amounts made avail-
able from the account in a fiscal year to 
carry out these sections may be used to pay 
those costs.’’; and 

ø‘‘(5) by striking subsection (k).’’. 
ø(b) Chapter 51 is amended by—
ø(1) revising the section heading for sec-

tion 5116 to read ‘‘Planning and training 
grants; emergency preparedness fund’’; and 

ø(2) striking the item for section 5116 in 
the analysis of the chapter and inserting 
‘‘5116. Planning and training grants; emer-
gency preparedness fund.’’. 
øSEC. 7309. ENFORCEMENT. 

øSection 5122 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended—
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ø(1) in subsection (a), by revising the last 

sentence to read as follows: ‘‘The court may 
award appropriate relief, including a tem-
porary or permanent injunction, punitive 
damages, and assessment of civil penalties 
considering the same penalty amounts and 
factors as prescribed for the Secretary in an 
administrative case under section 5123 of this 
chapter.’’; and 

ø(2) in subparagraph (b)(1)(B), by striking 
‘‘or ameliorate the’’ and inserting ‘‘or miti-
gate the’’. 
øSEC. 7310. PENALTIES. 

ø(a) Section 5123 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended—

ø(1) by revising subsection (a) to read as 
follows: 

ø‘‘(a) PENALTY.—
ø‘‘(1) A person that knowingly violates this 

chapter, or a regulation, order, special per-
mit, or approval issued under this chapter, is 
liable to the United States Government for a 
civil penalty of at least $250 but not more 
than $100,000 for each violation. 

ø‘‘(2) Knowledge by the person of the exist-
ence of a statutory provision, or a regulation 
or requirement prescribed by the Secretary 
is not an element of an offense under this 
section. 

ø‘‘(3) A separate violation occurs for each 
day the violation, committed by a person 
that transports or causes to be transported 
hazardous material, continues’’; and 

ø(2) by redesignating subsections (b)–(g) as 
subsections (c)–(h) and inserting a new sub-
section (b) to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(b) KNOWING VIOLATIONS.—In this sec-
tion, a person acts knowingly when—

ø‘‘(1) the person has actual knowledge of 
the facts giving rise to the violation; or–

ø‘‘(2) a reasonable person acting in the cir-
cumstances and exercising reasonable care 
would have that knowledge.’’; 

ø(3) in subsection (c), as redesignated, by 
striking the first sentence and inserting the 
following: ‘‘The Secretary of Transportation 
may find that a person has violated this 
chapter, or a regulation, order, special per-
mit or approval issued under this chapter, 
only after notice and an opportunity for a 
hearing.’’; 

ø(4) by revising subsection (e), as redesig-
nated, to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(e) CIVIL ACTIONS TO COLLECT.—The At-
torney General may bring a civil action in 
an appropriate district court of the United 
States to collect a civil penalty under this 
section and any accrued interest on that 
penalty calculated in the manner described 
under section 2705 of title 33. In such action, 
the validity, amount, and appropriateness of 
the civil penalty shall not be subject to re-
view.’’. 

ø(b) Section 5124 is revised to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘§ 5124. Criminal penalty
ø‘‘(a) GENERAL.—A person knowingly vio-

lating section 5104(b) of this title or willfully 
or recklessly violating this chapter or a reg-
ulation, order, special permit, or approval 
issued under this chapter, shall be fined 
under title 18, imprisoned for not more than 
5 years, or both. 

ø‘‘(b) AGGRAVATED VIOLATIONS.—A person 
knowingly violating section 5104(b) of this 
chapter, or willfully or recklessly violating 
this chapter or a regulation, order, special 
permit, or approval issued under this chap-
ter, and thereby causing the release of a haz-
ardous material, shall be fined under title 18, 
imprisoned for not more than 20 years, or 
both. 

ø‘‘(c) KNOWING VIOLATIONS.—In this sec-
tion, a person acts knowingly when—

ø‘‘(1) the person has actual knowledge of 
the facts giving rise to the violation; or 

ø‘‘(2) a reasonable person acting in the cir-
cumstances and exercising reasonable care 
would have that knowledge. 

ø‘‘(d) WILLFUL VIOLATIONS.—In this sec-
tion, a person acts willfully when—

ø‘‘(1) the person has knowledge of the facts 
giving rise to the violation; and 

ø‘‘(2) the person has knowledge that the 
conduct was unlawful. 

ø‘‘(e) RECKLESS VIOLATIONS.—In this sec-
tion, a person acts recklessly when the per-
son displays a deliberate indifference or con-
scious disregard for the consequences of that 
person’s conduct. 

ø‘‘(f) KNOWLEDGE OF REQUIREMENTS.—
Knowledge by a person of the existence of a 
statutory provision, or a regulation or re-
quirement prescribed by the Secretary, is 
not an element of an offense under this sec-
tion. 

ø‘‘(g) SEPARATE VIOLATIONS.—A separate 
violation occurs for each day the violation, 
committed by a person who transports haz-
ardous material or who causes hazardous 
material to be transported, continues.’’. 

ø(c) Section 46312 is amended—
ø(1) in subparagraph (a), by striking 

‘‘under this part’’ and inserting ‘‘under this 
part or under chapter 51 of this title’’; and 

ø(2) in subparagraph (b), by striking ‘‘by 
the Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘by the Sec-
retary under this part or under chapter 51 of 
this title’’. 

ø(d) Section 3663, title 18 United States 
Code, is amended in subparagraph (a)(1)(A) 
by striking ‘‘or section 46312, 46502, or 46504 
of title 49’’ and inserting ‘‘or section 5124, 
46312, 46502, or 46504 of title 49.’’. 
øSEC. 7311 EMERGENCY WAIVER OF PREEMP-

TION. 
ø‘‘Section 5125 of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended by adding new subsections 
(h), (i), and (j) to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(h) EMERGENCY WAIVER OF PREEMP-
TION.—

ø‘‘(1) The Secretary, upon a finding of good 
cause, may waive preemption on an expe-
dited basis without notice and public proce-
dure. Good cause exists when there is a pos-
sible threat that hazardous material being 
transported in commerce may be used in an 
attack on people or property, and notice and 
public procedure are impracticable or con-
trary to the public interest. 

ø‘‘(2) An emergency waiver of preemption 
shall remain in effect for no more than 6 
months unless, prior to its expiration, the 
Secretary determines that a possible threat 
that hazardous material being transported in 
commerce may be used in an attack on peo-
ple or property continues to exist. 

ø‘‘(3) An action of the Secretary under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection shall 
be in writing and shall describe the stand-
ards and procedures for seeking reconsider-
ation of the Secretary’s action. 

ø‘‘(4) After taking action under paragraphs 
(1) or (2) of this subsection, the Secretary 
shall provide an opportunity for review of 
that action if a petition for reconsideration 
is filed within 20 calendar days after the Sec-
retary issues or extends an emergency waiv-
er. 

ø‘‘(5) If a petition for reconsideration is 
filed and the review is not completed by the 
end of the 30-day period beginning on the 
date the petition was filed, the emergency 
waiver will cease to be effective at the end of 
that period unless the Secretary determines, 
in writing, that a possible threat that haz-
ardous material being transported in com-
merce may be used in an attack on people or 
property continues to exist. 

ø‘‘(i) INDEPENDENT APPLICATION OF EACH 
STANDARD.—Each preemption standard in 
subsections (b), (c)(1), (d), and (e) of this sec-
tion and in section 5119(b) of this chapter is 
independent in its application to a require-

ment of any State, political subdivision of a 
State, or Indian tribe. 

ø‘‘(j) NONFEDERAL ENFORCEMENT STAND-
ARDS.—This section does not apply to proce-
dure, penalty, or required mental state or 
other standard used by a State, political sub-
division of a State, or Indian tribe to enforce 
a requirement applicable to transportation 
of a hazardous material.’’.
øSEC. 7312. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

øChapter 51 of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended by redesignating section 5127 as 
section 5128, and by inserting after section 
5126 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 5127. Judicial review 

ø‘‘(a) FILING AND VENUE.—Except as pro-
vided in section 20114(c) of this title, a person 
suffering legal wrong or adversely affected or 
aggrieved by a final action of the Secretary 
of Transportation under this chapter may 
petition for review of the final action in the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Dis-
trict of Columbia or in the court of appeals 
for the United States for the circuit in which 
the person resides or has its principal place 
of business. The petition must be filed not 
more than 60 days after the Secretary’s ac-
tion becomes final. 

ø‘‘(b) JUDICIAL PROCEDURES.—When a peti-
tion is filed under subsection (a) of this sec-
tion, the clerk of the court immediately 
shall send a copy of the petition to the Sec-
retary. The Secretary shall file with the 
court a record of any proceeding in which 
the final action was issued, as provided in 
section 2112 of title 28. 

ø‘‘(c) AUTHORITY OF COURT.—The court has 
exclusive jurisdiction, as provided in the Ad-
ministrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 551 et 
seq., to affirm or set aside any part of the 
Secretary’s final action and may order the 
Secretary to conduct further proceedings. 
Findings of fact by the Secretary, if sup-
ported by substantial evidence, are conclu-
sive. 

ø‘‘(d) REQUIREMENT FOR PRIOR OBJECTION.—
In reviewing a final action under this sec-
tion, the court may consider an objection to 
a final action of the Secretary only if the ob-
jection was made in the course of a pro-
ceeding or review conducted by the Sec-
retary or if there was a reasonable ground 
for not making the objection in the pro-
ceeding.’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The chap-
ter analysis for chapter 51 is amended by 
striking the item related to section 5127 and 
inserting the following:
ø‘‘5127. Judicial review. 
ø‘‘5128. Authorization of appropriations.’’.

øSubtitle D—Sanitary Food Transportation 
øSEC. 7401. SHORT TITLE. 

øThis Subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Sani-
tary Food Transportation Act of 2003’’. 
øSEC. 7402. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE SEC-

RETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES. 

ø(a) UNSANITARY TRANSPORT DEEMED ADUL-
TERATION.—Section 402 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 342) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

ø‘‘(i) If it is transported under conditions 
that are not in compliance with the sanitary 
transportation practices prescribed by the 
Secretary under section 416.’’. 

ø(b) SANITARY TRANSPORTATION REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Chapter IV of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 341 et seq.) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘§ 416. Sanitary transportation of food 

ø‘‘(a) SANITARY TRANSPORTATION PRAC-
TICES.—The Secretary shall establish by reg-
ulation sanitary transportation practices 
which shippers, carriers, receivers, and other 
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persons engaged in the transportation of 
food shall be required to follow to ensure 
that the food is not transported under condi-
tions that may render it adulterated, includ-
ing such practices as the Secretary may find 
appropriate relating to—

ø‘‘(1) sanitation; 
ø‘‘(2) packaging, isolation, and other pro-

tective measures; 
ø‘‘(3) limitations on the use of vehicles; 
ø‘‘(4) information to be disclosed—
ø‘‘(A) to a carrier by a person arranging for 

the transport of food, and 
ø‘‘(B) to a manufacturer or other persons 

arranging for the transport of food by a car-
rier or other person furnishing a tank or 
bulk vehicle for the transport of food; and 

ø‘‘(5) recordkeeping. 
ø‘‘(b) LIST OF UNACCEPTABLE NONFOOD 

PRODUCTS.—The Secretary, by publication in 
the Federal Register, may establish and peri-
odically amend—

ø‘‘(1) a list of nonfood products that the 
Secretary determines may, if shipped in a 
tank or bulk vehicle, render adulterated food 
transported subsequently in such vehicle; 
and 

ø‘‘(2) a list of nonfood products that the 
Secretary determines may, if shipped in a 
motor or rail vehicle (other than a tank or 
bulk vehicle), render adulterated food trans-
ported simultaneously or subsequently in 
such vehicle. 

ø‘‘(c) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

waive all or part of this section, or any re-
quirement under this section, with respect to 
any class of persons, of vehicles, of food, or 
of nonfood products, if the Secretary deter-
mines that such waiver—

ø‘‘(A) will not result in the transportation 
of food under conditions that would be un-
safe for human or animal health; and 

ø‘‘(B) will not be contrary to the public in-
terest or this Act. 

ø‘‘(2) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall 
publish in the Federal Register any waiver 
and the reasons for the waiver. 

ø‘‘(d) PREEMPTION.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No State or political 

subdivision of a State may directly or indi-
rectly establish or continue in effect, as to 
any food in interstate commerce, any au-
thority or requirement concerning that 
transportation of food that is not identical 
to the requirement of this section. 

ø‘‘(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The provisions of 
this subsection apply only with respect to 
transportation occurring on or after the ef-
fective date of regulations prescribed under 
subsection (a). 

ø‘‘(e) ASSISTANCE OF OTHER AGENCIES.—The 
Secretary of Transportation, the Secretary 
of Agriculture, the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, and the 
heads of other Federal agencies, as appro-
priate, shall provide assistance upon request, 
to the extent resources are available, to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services for 
the purposes of carrying out this section. 

ø‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of the sec-
tion: 

ø‘‘(1) The term ‘transportation’ means any 
movement of property in commerce by 
motor vehicle or rail vehicle. 

ø‘‘(2) The term ‘tank or bulk vehicle’ in-
cludes any vehicle in which food is shipped in 
bulk and in which the food comes directly 
into contact with the vehicle, including tank 
trucks, hopper trucks, rail tank cars, hopper 
cars, cargo tanks, portable tanks, freight 
containers, or hopper bins.’’. 

ø(c) INSPECTION OF TRANSPORTATION 
RECORDS.—

ø(1) REQUIREMENT.—Chapter VII of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
371 et seq.) is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 703 the following new section: 

ø‘‘§ 703A. Food transportation records 
ø‘‘Shippers, carriers by motor vehicle or 

rail vehicle, and other persons subject to sec-
tion 416 shall, upon request of an officer or 
employee duly designated by the Secretary, 
permit such officer or employee, at reason-
able times, to have access to and to copy all 
records that the Secretary requires them to 
make or retain under section 416(a)(5) of this 
Act.’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 703 
of the Act (21 U.S.C. 373) is amended by 
striking ‘‘in the usual course of business as 
carriers.’’ and inserting ‘‘in the usual course 
of business as carriers, unless otherwise ex-
plicitly provided.’’. 

ø(d) PROHIBITED ACTS.—
ø(1) RECORDS INSPECTION.—Section 301(c) of 

the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 331(e)) is amended—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘or 703’’ and inserting ‘‘, 
703, or 703A’’; and 

ø(B) by inserting ‘‘416,’’ before ‘‘504’’. 
ø(2) UNSAFE FOOD TRANSPORTATION.—Sec-

tion 301 of the Act (21 U.S.C. 331) is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

ø‘‘(gg) The failure, by a shipper, carrier, re-
ceiver, or any other person engaged in the 
transportation of food, to comply with the 
sanitary transportation practices prescribed 
by the Secretary under section 416.’’. 
øSEC. 7403. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

REQUIREMENTS. 
øChapter 57 of title 49, relating to sanitary 

food transportation is revised to read as fol-
lows: 

ø‘‘CHAPTER 57—SANITARY FOOD 
TRANSPORTATION

ø‘‘Sec. 
ø‘‘5701. Food transportation safety inspec-

tions.
ø‘‘§ 5701. Food transportation safety inspec-

tions 
ø‘‘(a) INSPECTION PROCEDURES.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary of Transportation, in 

consultation with the Secretaries of Health 
and Human Services and Agriculture, shall 
establish procedures to be used in performing 
transportation safety inspections for the 
purpose of identifying suspected incidents of 
contamination or adulteration of food that 
may violate regulations issued under section 
416 of title 21, United States Code, and of 
meat and poultry products subject to deten-
tion under section 402 of the Federal Meat 
Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 672) and section 19 
of the Poultry Products Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 467a), and shall train personnel of the 
Department of Transportation in the appro-
priate use of such procedures. 

ø‘‘(2) The procedures established under 
paragraph (1) of this subsection shall apply, 
at a minimum, to the Department of Trans-
portation personnel who perform commercial 
motor vehicle and railroad safety inspec-
tions. 

ø‘‘(b) NOTIFICATION OF SECRETARIES OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AND AGRI-
CULTURE.—The Secretary of Transportation 
shall promptly notify the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services or the Secretary 
of Agriculture, as applicable, of any in-
stances of potential food contamination or 
adulteration of a food identified during 
transportation safety inspections. 

ø‘‘(c) USE OF STATE EMPLOYEES.—The 
means by which the Secretary of Transpor-
tation carries out subsection (b) of this sec-
tion may include inspections conducted by 
State employees using funds authorized to be 
appropriated under sections 31102 through 
31104 of this title.’’. 
øSEC. 7404. EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE SUBTITLE. 

øUnless otherwise specified, the provisions 
of this title are effective October 1, 2003. 

øSubtitle E—Sport Fishing and Boating 
Safety 

øSEC. 7501. SPORT FISH RESTORATION ACCOUNT 
AMENDMENTS. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the Act en-
titled ‘‘An Act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in fish restora-
tion and management projects, and for other 
purposes’’ (August 9, 1950)(16 U.S.C. 777c) is 
amended—

ø(1) in subsection (b), 
ø(A) by striking ‘‘2003’’ each place it ap-

pears and inserting ‘‘2009’’; and 
ø(B) by striking ‘‘Secretary of Transpor-

tation’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Secretary of Homeland Security’’; and 

ø(2) in subsection (c)(5), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2003 
through 2009’’. 

ø(b) CLEAN MARINA INITIATIVES.—To fur-
ther enhance the natural environment, Fed-
eral agencies administering programs funded 
under the Aquatic Resources Trust Fund 
should promote, to the extent practicable, 
‘‘Clean Marina Initiatives’’ in each of the 
following programs: 

ø(1) Clean Vessel Act ‘‘Pumpout’’ Program. 
ø(2) Boating Infrastructure Grant Pro-

gram. 
ø(3) National Outreach and Communica-

tions Program. 
ø(4) Recreational Boating Access Facili-

ties. 
øTITLE VIII—TRANSPORTATION DISCRE-

TIONARY SPENDING GUARANTEE AND 
BUDGET OFFSETS

øSEC. 8101. DISCRETIONARY SPENDING CAT-
EGORIES. 

ø(a) DEFINITION OF HIGHWAY CATEGORY AND 
MASS TRANSIT CATEGORY.—

ø(1) Section 250(c)(4)(B) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 is amended by—

ø(A) striking ‘‘Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century’’ and inserting ‘‘Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act of 2003’’; and 

ø(B) adding after item (iv) the following 
new clauses: 

ø‘‘(v) 69–8158–0–7–401 (Motor Carrier Safety 
Grants). 

ø‘‘(vi) 69–8159–0–7–401 (Motor Carrier Safety 
Operations and Programs).’’. 

ø(2) Section 250(c)(4)(C) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(C) The term ‘mass transit category’ re-
fers to the following budget accounts or por-
tions thereof that are subject to the obliga-
tion limitations on contract authority pro-
vided in the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2003 
or for which appropriations are provided pur-
suant to authorizations contained in that 
Act: 

ø‘‘(i) 69–1120–0–1–401 (Administrative Ex-
penses). 

ø‘‘(ii) 69–1134–0–1–401 (Capital Investment 
Grants). 

ø‘‘(iii) 69–8191–0–7–401 (Discretionary 
Grants). 

ø‘‘(iv) 69–1129–0–1–401 (Formula Grants). 
ø‘‘(v) 69–8303–0–7–401 (Formula Grants and 

Research). 
ø‘‘(vi) 69–1127–0–1–401 (Interstate Transfer 

Grants—Transit). 
ø‘‘(vii) 69–1125–0–1–401 (Job Access and Re-

verse Commute). 
ø‘‘(viii) 69–1122–0–1–401 (Miscellaneous Ex-

pired Accounts). 
ø‘‘(ix) 69–1139–0–1–401 (Major Capital Invest-

ment Grants). 
ø‘‘(x) 69–1121–0–1–401 (Research, Training 

and Human Resources). 
ø‘‘(xi) 69–8350–0–7–401 (Trust Fund Share of 

Expenses). 
ø‘‘(xii) 69–1137–0–1–401 (Transit Planning 

and Research). 
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ø‘‘(xiii) 69–1136–0–1–401 (University Trans-

portation Research). 
ø‘‘(xiv) 69–1128–0–1–401 (Washington Metro-

politan Area Transit Authority).’’. 
ø(b) CONTINUATION OF SEPARATE CAT-

EGORIES.—Section 251(c) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraphs: 

ø‘‘(8) with respect to fiscal year 2004—
ø‘‘(A) for the highway category: 

$29,990,000,000 in outlays; and 
ø‘‘(B) for the mass transit category: 

$6,909,000,000 in outlays. 
ø‘‘(9) with respect to fiscal year 2005—
ø‘‘(A) for the highway category: 

$30,589,000,000 in outlays; and 
ø‘‘(B) for the mass transit category: 

$6,462,000,000 in outlays. 
ø‘‘(10) with respect to fiscal year 2006—
ø‘‘(A) for the highway category: 

$31,249,000,000 in outlays; and 
ø‘‘(B) for the mass transit category: 

$6,070,000,000 in outlays. 
ø‘‘(11) with respect to fiscal year 2007—
ø‘‘(A) for the highway category: 

$32,402,000,000 in outlays; and 
ø‘‘(B) for the mass transit category: 

$5,843,000,000 in outlays. 
ø‘‘(12) with respect to fiscal year 2008—
ø‘‘(A) for the highway category: 

$33,358,000,000 in outlays; and 
ø‘‘(B) for the mass transit category: 

$6,374,000,000 in outlays. 
ø‘‘(13) with respect to fiscal year 2009—
ø‘‘(A) for the highway category: 

$34,109,000,000 in outlays; and 
ø‘‘(B) for the mass transit category: 

$6,470,000,000 in outlays.’’. 
ø(c) HIGHWAY FUNDING REVENUE ALIGN-

MENT.—Section 251(b)(1)(B) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(1)(B)) is amended—

ø(1) in clause (i), 
ø(A) by inserting ‘‘for fiscal year 2006, 2007, 

2008, or 2009’’ after ‘‘submits the budget’’; 
ø(B) by inserting ‘‘the obligation limita-

tion and outlay limit for’’ after ‘‘adjust-
ments to’’; 

ø(C) by striking ‘‘provided in clause 
(ii)(I)(cc).’’ and substituting ‘‘follows:’’; and 

ø(D) by inserting the following at the end: 
ø‘‘(I) OMB shall calculate the change in the 

obligation limitation for the highway cat-
egory for the budget year by taking the ac-
tual level of highway receipts for the year 
before the current year and subtracting the 
sum of the estimated level of highway re-
ceipts in clause (iii) plus any amount pre-
viously calculated under clause (ii) for that 
year. 

ø‘‘(II) OMB shall take the amount cal-
culated under subclause (I) and add that 
amount to the obligation limitation set 
forth in section 8102(a) of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act of 2003 for the highway category 
for the budget year, and calculate the outlay 
change resulting from that change in obliga-
tions relative to that amount for the budget 
year and each outyear using current esti-
mates. After making the calculation under 
the preceding sentence, OMB shall adjust the 
obligation limitation set forth in that sec-
tion for the budget year by adding the 
amount calculated under subclause (I).’’; 

ø(2) by striking clause (ii) and substituting 
the following: 

ø‘‘(ii) When the President submits the sup-
plementary budget estimates for fiscal year 
2006, 2007, 2008, or 2009, under section 1106 of 
title 31, United States Code, OMB’s Mid-Ses-
sion Review shall include adjustments to the 
obligation limitation and outlay limit for 
the highway category for the budget year 
and each outyear as follows:

ø‘‘(I) OMB shall take the current estimate 
of highway receipts for the current year and 

subtract the estimated level of highway re-
ceipts in clause (iii) for that year. 

ø‘‘(II) OMB shall take the amount cal-
culated under subclause (I) and add that 
amount to the amount of obligations set 
forth in section 8102 of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act of 2003 for the highway category 
for the budget year, and calculate the outlay 
change resulting from that change in obliga-
tions relative to that amount for the budget 
year and each outyear using current esti-
mates. After making the calculation under 
the preceding sentence, OMB shall adjust the 
amount of obligations set forth in that sec-
tion for the budget year by adding the 
amount calculated under subclause (I).’’; and 

ø(3) by inserting the following at the end: 
ø‘‘(iii) The estimated level of highway re-

ceipts for the purposes of this subparagraph 
are—

ø‘‘(I) for fiscal year 2004, $30,119,000,000; 
ø‘‘(II) for fiscal year 2005, $31,109,000,000; 
ø‘‘(III) for fiscal year 2006, $32,191,000,000; 
ø‘‘(IV) for fiscal year 2007, $33,146,000,000; 
ø‘‘(V) for fiscal year 2008, $34,018,000,000; 

and 
ø‘‘(VI) for fiscal year 2009, $34,844,000,000. 
ø‘‘(iv) In this subparagraph, the term 

‘‘highway receipts’’ means the governmental 
receipts credited to the highway account of 
the Highway Trust Fund.’’. 

ø(d) TRANSIT FUNDING REVENUE ALIGN-
MENT.—Section 251(b)(1)(C) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(1)(C)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

ø‘‘(C) ADJUSTMENT TO ALIGN MASS TRANSIT 
SPENDING WITH REVENUES.—

ø‘‘(i) When the President submits the budg-
et for fiscal year 2006, 2007, 2008, or 2009, 
under section 1105 of title 31, United States 
Code, OMB shall calculate and the budget 
shall include adjustments to the obligation 
limitation and outlay limit for the mass 
transit category for the budget year and 
each outyear as follows: 

ø‘‘(I) OMB shall calculate the change in the 
obligation limitation for the mass transit 
category for the budget year by taking the 
actual level of mass transit receipts for the 
year before the current year and subtract 
the sum of the estimated level of mass tran-
sit receipts in clause (iii) plus any amount 
previously calculated under clause (ii) for 
that year. 

ø‘‘(II) OMB shall take the amount cal-
culated under subclause (I) and add that 
amount to the amount of obligation limita-
tion set forth in section 8102 of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003 for the mass transit 
category for the budget year, and calculate 
the outlay change resulting from that 
change in obligations relative to that 
amount for the budget year and each outyear 
using current estimates. After making the 
calculation under the preceding sentence, 
OMB shall adjust the obligation limitation 
set forth in that section for the budget year 
by adding the amount calculated under sub-
clause (I). 

ø‘‘(ii) When the President submits the sup-
plementary budget estimates for fiscal year 
2006, 2007, 2008, or 2009, under section 1106 of 
title 31, United States Code, OMB’s Mid-Ses-
sion Review shall include adjustments to the 
obligation limitation and outlay limit for 
the mass transit category for the budget 
year and each outyear as follows: 

ø‘‘(I) OMB shall take the current estimate 
of mass transit receipts for the current year 
and subtract the estimated level of mass 
transit receipts in clause (iii) for that year. 

ø‘‘(II) OMB shall take the amount cal-
culated under subclause (I) and add that 
amount to the obligation limitation set 
forth in section 8102 of the Safe, Account-

able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act of 2003 for the mass transit cat-
egory for the budget year, and calculate the 
outlay change resulting from that change in 
obligations relative to that amount for the 
budget year and each outyear using current 
estimates. After making the calculation 
under the preceding sentence, OMB shall ad-
just the obligation limitation set forth in 
that section for the budget year by adding 
the amount calculated under subclause (I). 

ø‘‘(iii) The estimated level of mass transit 
receipts for the purposes of this subpara-
graph are—

ø‘‘(I) for fiscal year 2004, $4,793,000,000; 
ø‘‘(II) for fiscal year 2005, $4,926,000,000; 
ø‘‘(III) for fiscal year 2006, $5,050,000,000; 
ø‘‘(IV) for fiscal year 2007, $5,164,000,000; 
ø‘‘(V) for fiscal year 2008, $5,270,000,000; and 
ø‘‘(VI) for fiscal year 2009, $5,377,000,000. 
ø‘‘(iv) In this subparagraph, the term 

‘‘mass transit receipts’’ means the govern-
mental receipts credited to the Mass Transit 
Account of the Highway Trust Fund.’’. 

ø(e) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENTS.—Section 
251(b)(1) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 
901(b)(1)) is further amended—

ø(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
and (E) as subparagraphs (E) and (F), respec-
tively; 

ø(2) in subparagraph (E)(i) as redesig-
nated— 

ø(A) by striking ‘‘1999’’ and substituting 
‘‘2005; 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘2000’’ and substituting 
‘‘2006’’; 

ø(C) by striking ‘‘2003’’ and substituting 
‘‘2009; and

ø(D) by striking ‘‘section 8103 of the Trans-
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century’’ 
and substituting ‘‘section 8102 of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act of 2003’’; 

ø(3) in subparagraph (E)(ii) as redesig-
nated—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘2000, 2001, 2002, or 2003’’ 
and substituting ‘‘2006, 2007, 2008, and 2009; 
and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘by subparagraphs (B) and 
(C)’’ and substituting ‘‘made by subpara-
graphs (B), (C), and (D)’’; 

ø(4) in subparagraph (F) as redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘(B) and (C)’’ and substituting 
‘‘(B), (C), and (D)’’; and 

ø(5) by inserting the following after sub-
paragraph (C): 

ø‘‘(D) In addition to the adjustments re-
quired by subparagraphs (B) and (C), when 
the President submits the budget for fiscal 
year 2006, 2007, 2008, or 2009, under section 
1105 of title 31, United States Code, OMB 
shall calculate and the budget shall include 
for the budget year and each outyear an ad-
justment to the limits on outlays for the 
highway category and the mass transit cat-
egory equal to—

ø‘‘(i) the outlays for the applicable cat-
egory calculated assuming obligation levels 
consistent with the estimates prepared pur-
suant to subparagraph (E), as adjusted, using 
current technical assumptions; minus 

ø‘‘(ii) the outlays for the applicable cat-
egory set forth in the subparagraph (E) esti-
mates, as adjusted.’’. 

ø(f) ENFORCEMENT OF GUARANTEE.—Rule 
XXI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives is amended by striking ‘‘section 8103 of 
the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st 
Century’’ in clause 3 and substituting ‘‘sec-
tion 8102 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003’’. 
øSEC. 8102. LEVEL OF OBLIGATION LIMITATIONS. 

ø(a) HIGHWAY CATEGORY.—For the purposes 
of section 251(b) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, the 
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level of obligation limitations for the high-
way category is—

ø(1) for fiscal year 2004, $30,280,000,000; 
ø(2) for fiscal year 2005, $31,270,000,000; 
ø(3) for fiscal year 2006, $32,352,000,000; 
ø(4) for fiscal year 2007, $33,307,000,000; 
ø(5) for fiscal year 2008, $34,179,000,000; and 
ø(6) for fiscal year 2009, $35,005,000,000. 
ø(b) MASS TRANSIT CATEGORY.—
ø(1) For the purposes of section 251(b) of 

the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, the level of obligation 
limitations for the mass transit category 
is—

ø(A) for fiscal year 2004, $5,936,000,000; 
ø(B) for fiscal year 2005, $6,054,720,000; 
ø(C) for fiscal year 2006, $6,180,659,000; 
ø(D) for fiscal year 2007, $6,319,723,000; 
ø(E) for fiscal year 2008, $6,475,820,000; and 
ø(F) for fiscal year 2009, $6,633,183,000. 
ø(2) For purposes of this subsection, the 

term ‘‘obligation limitations’’ means the 
sum of budget authority and obligation limi-
tations. 
øSEC. 8103. EFFECTIVENESS OF TITLE. 

øThis title, and the amendments made by 
this title, become effective on the day that 
section 251 of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 comes 
into effect after the enactment of this Act. 

øTITLE IX—AMENDMENTS OF INTERNAL 
REVENUE CODE OF 1986

øSEC. 9001. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986 
CODE. 

ø(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited 
as the ‘‘Surface Transportation Revenue Act 
of 2004’’. 

ø(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this title an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-
erence shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 
øSEC. 9002. EXTENSION OF HIGHWAY-RELATED 

TAXES AND TRUSTFUND. 
ø(a) EXTENSION OF TAXES.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—The following provisions 

are each amended by striking ‘‘2005’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘2011’’: 

ø(A) Section 4041(a)(1)(C)(iii)(I) (relating to 
rate of tax on certain buses). 

ø(B) Section 4041(a)(2)(B) (relating to rate 
of tax on special motor fuels). 

ø(C) Section 4041(m)(1)(A) (relating to cer-
tain alcohol fuels). 

ø(D) Section 4051(c) (relating to termi-
nation of tax on heavy trucks and trailers). 

ø(E) Section 4071(d) (relating to termi-
nation of tax on tires). 

ø(F) Section 4081(d)(1) (relating to termi-
nation of tax on gasoline, diesel fuel, and 
kerosene). 

ø(G) Section 4481(e) (relating to period tax 
in effect). 

ø(H) Section 4482(c)(4) (relating to taxable 
period). 

ø(I) Section 4482(d) (relating to special rule 
for taxable period in which termination date 
occurs). 

ø(2) FLOOR STOCKS REFUNDS.—Section 
6412(a)(1) (relating to floor stocks refunds) is 
amended—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘2005’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2011’’, and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘2006’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 

ø(b) EXTENSION OF CERTAIN EXEMPTIONS.—
The following provisions are each amended 
by striking ‘‘2005’’ and inserting ‘‘2011’’: 

ø(1) Section 4221(a) (relating to certain tax-
free sales).

ø(2) Section 4483(g) (relating to termi-
nation of exemptions for highway use tax). 

ø(c) EXTENSION OF DEPOSITS INTO, AND CER-
TAIN TRANSFERS FROM, TRUST FUND.—Sub-

sections (b), (c)(2), and (c)(3) of section 9503 
(relating to the Highway Trust Fund) are 
amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘2005’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2011’’, and 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘2006’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 

ø(d) EXTENSION AND EXPANSION OF EXPENDI-
TURES FROM TRUST FUND.—

ø(1) HIGHWAY ACCOUNT.—Section 9503 is 
amended by striking subsection (c)(1) and in-
serting the following: 

ø‘‘(1) FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY AND SAFETY 
PROGRAMS.—Except as provided in subsection 
(e), amounts in the Highway Trust Fund 
shall be available, as provided by appropria-
tion Acts, for making expenditures author-
ized by law to be paid out of the Highway 
Trust Fund before October 1, 2011, to meet 
those obligations of the United States here-
tofore or hereafter incurred under the fol-
lowing Acts, as in effect on the date of enact-
ment of the last Act listed: 

ø‘‘(A) The Highway Revenue Act of 1956. 
ø‘‘(B) The Surface Transportation Assist-

ance Act of 1982. 
ø‘‘(C) The Surface Transportation and Uni-

form Relocation Assistance Act of 1987. 
ø‘‘(D) The Intermodal Surface Transpor-

tation Efficiency Act of 1991. 
ø‘‘(E) The Transportation Equity Act for 

the 21st Century. 
ø‘‘(F) The Motor Carrier Safety Improve-

ment Act of 1999. 
ø‘‘(G) The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and 

Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003.’’. 

ø(2) MASS TRANSIT ACCOUNT.—Section 
9503(e)(3) is amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(3) EXPENDITURES FROM ACCOUNT.—
Amounts in the Mass Transit Account shall 
be available, as provided by appropriation 
Acts, for making capital or capital-related 
expenditures before October 1, 2011 (including 
capital expenditures for new projects) in ac-
cordance with the following Acts and provi-
sions of law, as in effect on the date of enact-
ment of the last Act listed: 

ø‘‘(A) Section 5338(a)(1) or (b)(1) of title 49. 
ø‘‘(B) The Intermodal Surface Transpor-

tation Efficiency Act of 1991. 
ø‘‘(C) The Transportation Equity Act for 

the 21st Century. 
ø‘‘(D) The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and 

Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003.’’. 
øSEC. 9003. EXTENSION OF TAX BENEFITS FOR 

ALCOHOL FUELS. 

ø(a) EXTENSION OF TAX BENEFITS.—
ø(1) EXTENSION.—The following provisions 

are each amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘2014’’: 

ø(A) Section 4041(b)(2)(C)(ii) and (D) (relat-
ing to termination of reduction in tax for 
qualified methanol and ethanol fuel). 

ø(B) Section 4041(k)(3) (relating to termi-
nation of rates relating to fuels containing 
alcohol). 

ø(C) Section 4081(c)(8) (relating to termi-
nation of special rate for taxable fuels mixed 
with alcohol). 

ø(D) Section 4091(c)(5) (relating to termi-
nation of reduced rate of tax for aviation 
fuel in alcohol mixture, etc.). 

ø(E) Section 40(h) (relating to termination 
of credit for ethanol blenders). 

ø(2) EXTENSION OF REFUND AUTHORITY.—
Paragraph (4) of section 6427(f) (relating to 
refund for gasoline, diesel fuel, and aviation 
fuel used to produce certain alcohol fuels), as 
amended by the Taxpayer Relief Act of 1997, 
is amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012’’. 

ø(3) CREDIT FOR ALCOHOL USED AS A FUEL.—
Paragraph (1) of section 40(e) (relating to ter-
mination of credit for alcohol used as a fuel) 
is amended—

ø(A) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2007’’ in 
subparagraph (A) and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2014’’, and 

ø(B) by striking ‘‘January 1, 2008’’ and in-
serting ‘‘January 1, 2015’’. 

ø(4) TARIFF SCHEDULE.—Headings 9901.00.50 
and 9901.00.52 of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (19 U.S.C. 3007) 
are each amended in the effective period col-
umn by striking ‘‘10/1/2007’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘10/1/2014’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
ø(1) AMOUNT OF REDUCED CREDIT FOR ETH-

ANOL BLENDERS.—The table in paragraph (2) 
of 40(h) is amended by striking ‘‘2005, 2006, or 
2007’’ and inserting ‘‘2005 through 2014’’. 

ø(2) APPLICABLE BLENDER RATE FOR EX-
EMPTED QUALIFIED METHANOL AND ETHANOL 
FUEL.—Section 4041(b)(2)(C) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2008’’. 
øSEC. 9004. PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS FOR SUR-

FACE TRANSPORTATION INFRA-
STRUCTURE. 

ø(a) EXEMPT FACILITY BONDS.—Section 142 
is amended—

ø(1) in subsection (a) by—
ø(A) striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph 

(12); 
ø(B) striking the period at the end of para-

graph (13) and inserting a comma; and 
ø(C) adding after paragraph (13) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs: 
ø‘‘(14) highway facilities, or 
ø‘‘(15) surface freight transfer facilities.’’; 

and 
ø(2) by adding new subsections (l), (m), and 

(n) at the end, as follows: 
ø‘‘(l) HIGHWAY FACILITIES.—For purposes of 

subsection (a)(14), the term ‘highway facili-
ties’ means—

ø‘‘(1) a surface transportation project eligi-
ble for Federal assistance under title 23, 
United States Code (as in effect on the date 
of enactment of this subsection), or 

ø‘‘(2) a project for an international bridge 
or tunnel for which an international entity 
authorized under Federal or State law is re-
sponsible. 

ø‘‘(m) SURFACE FREIGHT TRANSFER FACILI-
TIES.—For purposes of subsection (a)(15), the 
term ‘‘surface freight transfer facilities’’ 
means facilities for the transfer of freight 
from truck to rail or rail to truck (including 
any temporary storage facilities directly re-
lated to such transfers). 

ø‘‘(n) AGGREGATE FACE AMOUNT OF TAX-EX-
EMPT FINANCING FOR HIGHWAY FACILITIES AND 
SURFACE FREIGHT TRANSFER FACILITIES. 

ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The aggregate face 
amount of bonds issued pursuant to sub-
sections (a)(14) (relating to highway facili-
ties) and (a)(15) (relating to surface freight 
transfer facilities) shall not exceed 
$15,000,000,000, determined without regard to 
any bond the proceeds of which are used ex-
clusively to refund a bond issued pursuant to 
either of such subsections (or a bond which is 
a part of a series of refundings of a bond so 
issued) if the amount of the refunding bond 
does not exceed the outstanding amount of 
the refunded bond. 

ø‘‘(2) ALLOCATION.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall allocate the amount de-
scribed in paragraph (1) among eligible 
projects satisfying the requirements of sub-
section (a)(14) or (a)(15).’’. 

ø(b) VOLUME CAP, EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN 
BONDS.—Section 146(g) is amended in para-
graph (3), by—

ø(1) striking ‘‘(12), or (13)’’ and inserting 
‘‘(12), (13), (14), or (15)’’; and 

ø(2) striking ‘‘and qualified public edu-
cational facilities’’ and inserting ‘‘qualified 
public educational facilities, highway facili-
ties, and surface freight transfer facilities’’. 

ø(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
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øSEC. 9005. ALL ALCOHOL FUEL TAXES TRANS-

FERRED TO HIGHWAY TRUST FUND. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9503(b)(4) (relat-

ing to certain taxes not transferred to High-
way Trust Fund) is amended—

ø(1) by adding ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (C); 

ø(2) in subparagraph (D)(iii), by striking ‘‘, 
and’’ after ‘‘2005’’ and inserting a period; and 

ø(3) by striking subparagraphs (E) and (F). 
ø(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxes im-
posed after September 30, 2003. 
øSEC. 9006. TRANSFER FROM HIGHWAY TRUST 

FUND TO BOAT SAFETY ACCOUNT. 
ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9503(c)(4)(A) is 

amended by striking ‘‘2005’’ and inserting 
‘‘2011’’. 

ø(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO LAND AND 
WATER CONSERVATION FUND.—Section 201(b) 
of the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–11(b)) is amended—

ø(1) by striking ‘‘2003’’ and inserting 
‘‘2009’’, and 

ø(2) by striking ‘‘2004’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2010’’. 

ø(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO HOMELAND 
SECURITY ACT.—Section 1511(e)(2) of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (Public Law 
No. 107–296) is amended by striking ‘‘and to 
any funds provided to the Coast Guard from 
the Aquatic Resources Trust Fund of the 
Highway Trust Fund for boating safety pro-
grams’’, and inserting ‘‘and any funds pro-
vided to the Coast Guard from the Highway 
Trust Fund and transferred into the Boat 
Safety Account of the Aquatic Resources 
Trust Fund for boating safety programs.’’. 

ø(d) EXPENDITURES FROM BOAT SAFETY AC-
COUNT.—Section 9504(c) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2009’’. 
øSEC. 9007. EXTENSION OF SMALL-ENGINE FUEL 

TAXES TRANSFERRED TO SPORT 
FISH RESTORATION ACCOUNT. 

øSection 9503(c)(5)(A) is amended by strik-
ing the year ‘‘2005’’ and inserting ‘‘2011’’. 
øSEC. 9008. TECHNICAL CORRECTION. 

øThe last sentence of paragraph (2) of sec-
tion 9504(b) is amended by striking ‘‘subpara-
graph (B)’’, and inserting ‘‘subparagraph 
(C)’’. 
øSEC. 9009. TRANSFER BY REGISTERED PIPE-

LINE, VESSEL, OR BARGE REQUIRED 
FOR FUEL TAX EXEMPTION OF BULK 
TRANSFERS TO REGISTERED TERMI-
NALS OR REFINERIES; DISPLAY OF 
REGISTRATION REQUIREMENT. 

ø(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4081(a)(1)(B) (re-
lating to exemption for bulk transfers to reg-
istered terminals or refineries) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘, bulk carrier,’’ after ‘‘the tax-
able fuel’’. 

ø(b) CIVIL PENALTY FOR CARRYING TAXABLE 
FUELS BY NONREGISTERED PIPELINES OR VES-
SELS.—

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter B 
of chapter 68 (relating to assessable pen-
alties) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 
ø‘‘§ 6717. Failure to register under section 

4101
ø‘‘(a) FAILURE TO REGISTER.—Any person 

who fails to register with the Secretary as 
required by regulations under section 4101 
shall pay a penalty of $1,000 for each day dur-
ing the period of such failure in which such 
person engages in an activity for which reg-
istration is required. 

ø‘‘(b) JOINT AND SEVERAL LIABILITY.—
ø‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a penalty is imposed 

under this section on any business entity, 
each officer, employee, or agent of such enti-
ty or other contracting party who willfully 
participated in any act giving rise to such 
penalty shall be jointly and severally liable 
with such entity for such penalty. 

ø‘‘(2) AFFILIATED GROUPS.—If a business en-
tity described in paragraph (1) is part of an 

affiliated group (as defined in section 
1504(a)), the parent corporation of such enti-
ty shall be jointly and severally liable with 
such entity for the penalty imposed under 
this section.’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part II of subchapter B of chap-
ter 68 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item:

ø‘‘6717. Failure to register under section 
4101.’’.

ø(c) DISPLAY OF REGISTRATION.—
ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4101 (relating to 

registration and bond) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

ø‘‘(e) DISPLAY OF REGISTRATION.—Every 
vessel operator required by the Secretary to 
register under this section with respect to 
the tax imposed by section 4081 shall display 
proof of such registration in such manner as 
the Secretary may prescribe.’’. 

ø(2) CIVIL PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO DISPLAY 
REGISTRATION.—

ø(A) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter B 
of chapter 68 (relating to assessable pen-
alties) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 

ø‘‘§ 6718. Failure to display proof of registra-
tion by vessels or barges 
ø‘‘(a) FAILURE TO DISPLAY PROOF OF REG-

ISTRATION.—Every vessel operator who fails 
to display proof of registration when re-
quired to do so pursuant to section 4101(e) 
shall pay a penalty of $500 for each such fail-
ure. With respect to any vessel, only one 
penalty shall be imposed by this section dur-
ing any calendar month. 

ø‘‘(b) MULTIPLE VIOLATIONS.—In deter-
mining the penalty under subsection (a) on 
any person or operator, subsection (a) shall 
be applied by increasing the amount imposed 
in subsection (a) by the product of such 
amount and the number of prior penalties (if 
any) imposed by this section on such person 
(or a related person or any predecessor of 
such person or related person).’’. 

ø(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table 
of sections for part II of subchapter B of 
chapter 68 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

ø‘‘6718. Failure to display proof of registra-
tion by vessels or barges.’’.

ø(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 
øSEC. 9010. RETURNS FILED ELECTRONICALLY. 

ø(a) INFORMATION REPORTING.—Section 
4101(d) (relating to information reporting) is 
amended to read as follows: 

ø‘‘(d) INFORMATION REPORTING.—
ø‘‘(1) The Secretary may require—
ø‘‘(A) information reporting by any person 

registered under this section, and 
ø‘‘(B) information reporting by such other 

persons as the Secretary deems necessary to 
carry out this part. 

ø‘‘(2) Information reporting required by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1) of this sub-
section shall be by electronic format for any 
person having at least 25 reportable trans-
actions in a month.’’. 

ø(b) USE TAX ON CERTAIN VEHICLES.—Sec-
tion 4481(b) is amended by adding the fol-
lowing new sentence at the end: ‘‘Any return 
of tax imposed by this section reporting at 
least 25 vehicles shall be filed by electronic 
format.’’. 

ø(c) ELECTRONIC FORMAT.—The Secretary 
of the Treasury shall describe the electronic 
formats for filing under subsections (a) and 
(b) not later than 90 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

ø(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to returns 
due after the date the Secretary of the 
Treasury describes the electronic format for 

filing under subsection (a) and the amend-
ment made by subsection (b) shall apply to 
returns due after the date the Secretary of 
the Treasury describes the electronic format 
for filing under subsection (b). 
øSEC. 9011. CIVIL PENALTY FOR REFUSAL OF 

ENTRY. 
ø(a) Section 4083(c)(3) is amended by adding 

at the end a new sentence as follows: ‘‘For 
purposes of this subsection, the penalty pro-
vided by section 7342 shall be treated as an 
assessable penalty and assessed in accord-
ance with section 6671.’’. 

ø(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.— The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 
øSEC. 9012. REQUIREMENT OF TAX PAYMENT 

DECAL; ELIMINATION OF INSTALL-
MENT PAYMENTS OF HIGHWAY USE 
TAX. 

ø(a) DISPLAY OF PROOF OF PAYMENT OF 
TAX.—Section 4481(b) (relating to imposition 
of tax on use of certain highway motor vehi-
cles) is amended by adding a sentence at the 
end as follows: ‘‘Every person, agency, or in-
strumentality who has paid the tax imposed 
by this section shall display proof of such 
payment in a manner as the Secretary may 
prescribe.’’. 

ø(b) CIVIL PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO DIS-
PLAY PROOF OF TAX PAYMENT DECAL.—

ø(1) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter B 
of chapter 68 (relating to assessable pen-
alties) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 
ø‘‘§ 6719. Failure to display proof of tax pay-

ment decal 
ø‘‘(a) IMPOSITION OF PENALTY.—Each per-

son, agency, or instrumentality who fails to 
display proof of payment of tax when re-
quired to do so pursuant to the last sentence 
of section 4481(b) (relating to the display of 
proof of payment of tax) shall pay a penalty 
of $50. With respect to any vehicle, only one 
penalty shall be imposed by this section dur-
ing any calendar month. 

ø‘‘(b) MULTIPLE VIOLATIONS.—In deter-
mining the penalty under subsection (a) on 
any person, agency, or instrumentality, sub-
section (a) shall be applied by increasing the 
amount imposed in subsection (a) by the 
product of such amount and the number of 
prior penalties (if any) imposed by this sec-
tion on such person, agency, or instrumen-
tality. ’’. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part II of subchapter B of chap-
ter 68 is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item:
ø‘‘6719. Failure to display proof of tax pay-

ment decal.’’.
ø(c) ELIMINATION OF PRIVILEGE TO PAY 

HIGHWAY USE TAX IN INSTALLMENTS.—
ø(1) REPEAL.—Section 6156 (relating to the 

privilege to pay in installments the tax im-
posed under section 4481 of such Code on use 
of highway motor vehicles) is repealed. 

ø(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subchapter A of chapter 62 is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 6156. 

ø(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
periods beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
øSEC. 9013. ADDITIONAL RULES REGARDING IN-

SPECTIONS OF RECORDS. 
ø(a) PROVISION OF COPIES OF RECORDS.—

Section 4102 (relating to inspection of 
records by local officers) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘, and copies shall be furnished upon 
request of,’’ after ‘‘inspection by’’. 

ø(b) INSPECTION BY OTHER ENFORCEMENT 
AGENCIES.—Section 4102 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, as amended by subsection 
(a), is amended by inserting ‘‘; such records 
and information on returns required to be 
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filed with respect to taxes under section 4481 
shall be open to inspection by officers of any 
State agency charged with the registration 
and licensing of vehicles described in such 
section and officers of any other Federal or 
State agency charged with the enforcement 
of Federal or State law regarding taxable 
fuels or criminal activities regarding taxable 
fuels’’ after ‘‘section 4083)’’. 

ø(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act.¿
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. General definitions. 
Sec. 3. Definitions for title 23. 

TITLE I—FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
Subtitle A—Funding 

Sec. 1101. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 1102. Obligation ceiling. 
Sec. 1103. Apportionments. 
Sec. 1104. Minimum guarantee. 
Sec. 1105. Revenue aligned budget authority. 

Subtitle B—New Programs 
Sec. 1201. Infrastructure performance and 

maintenance program. 
Sec. 1202. Future of surface transportation sys-

tem. 
Sec. 1203. Freight transportation gateways; 

freight intermodal connections. 
Sec. 1204. Construction of ferry boats and ferry 

terminal facilities. 
Sec. 1205. Designation of Daniel Patrick Moy-

nihan Interstate Highway. 
Subtitle C—Finance 

Sec. 1301. Federal share. 
Sec. 1302. Transfer of highway and transit 

funds. 
Sec. 1303. Transportation Infrastructure Fi-

nance and Innovation Act 
Amendments. 

Sec. 1304. Facilitation of international registra-
tion plans and international fuel 
tax agreements. 

Sec. 1305. National Commission on Future Rev-
enue Sources to Support the High-
way Trust Fund and Finance the 
Needs of the Surface Transpor-
tation System. 

Sec. 1306. State infrastructure banks. 
Subtitle D—Safety 

Sec. 1401. Highway safety improvement pro-
gram. 

Sec. 1402. Operation lifesaver. 
Sec. 1403. License suspension. 
Sec. 1404. Bus axle weight exemption. 
Sec. 1405. Safe routes to schools program. 
Sec. 1406. Purchases of equipment. 
Sec. 1407. Workzone safety. 
Sec. 1408. Worker injury prevention and free 

flow of vehicular traffic. 
Subtitle E—Environmental Planning and 

Review 
CHAPTER 1—TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 

Sec. 1501. Integration of natural resource con-
cerns into State and metropolitan 
transportation planning. 

Sec. 1502. Consultation between transportation 
agencies and resource agencies in 
transportation planning. 

Sec. 1503. Integration of natural resource con-
cerns into transportation project 
planning. 

Sec. 1504. Public involvement in transportation 
planning and projects. 

Sec. 1505. Project mitigation. 
CHAPTER 2—TRANSPORTATION PROJECT 

DEVELOPMENT PROCESS 
Sec. 1511. Transportation project development 

process. 

Sec. 1512. Assumption of responsibility for cat-
egorical exclusions. 

Sec. 1513. Surface transportation project deliv-
ery pilot program. 

Sec. 1514. Regulations. 

CHAPTER 3—MISCELLANEOUS 

Sec. 1521. Critical real property acquisition. 
Sec. 1522. Planning capacity building initiative. 

Subtitle F—Environment 

Sec. 1601. Environmental restoration and pollu-
tion abatement; control of 
invasive plant species and estab-
lishment of native species. 

Sec. 1602. National scenic byways program. 
Sec. 1603. Recreational trails program. 
Sec. 1604. Exemption of Interstate System. 
Sec. 1605. Standards. 
Sec. 1606. Use of high occupancy vehicle lanes. 
Sec. 1607. Bicycle transportation and pedes-

trian walkways. 
Sec. 1608. Idling reduction facilities in inter-

state rights-of-way. 
Sec. 1609. Toll programs. 
Sec. 1610. Federal reference method. 
Sec. 1611. Addition of particulate matter areas 

to CMAQ. 
Sec. 1612. Addition to CMAQ-eligible projects. 
Sec. 1613. Improved interagency consultation. 
Sec. 1614. Evaluation and assessment of CMAQ 

projects. 
Sec. 1615. Synchronized planning and con-

formity timelines, requirements, 
and horizon. 

Sec. 1616. Transition to new air quality stand-
ards. 

Sec. 1617. Reduced barriers to air quality im-
provements. 

Sec. 1618. Air quality monitoring data influ-
enced by exceptional events. 

Sec. 1619. Conforming amendments. 
Sec. 1620. Highway stormwater discharge miti-

gation program. 

Subtitle G—Operations 

Sec. 1701. Transportation systems management 
and operations. 

Sec. 1702. Real-time system management infor-
mation program. 

Subtitle H—Federal-Aid Stewardship 

Sec. 1801. Future Interstate System routes. 
Sec. 1802. Stewardship and oversight. 
Sec. 1803. Design-build contracting. 
Sec. 1804. Program efficiencies—finance. 
Sec. 1805. Set-asides for interstate discretionary 

projects. 
Sec. 1806. Federal lands highways program. 
Sec. 1807. Emergency relief. 
Sec. 1808. Highway bridge program. 
Sec. 1809. Appalachian development highway 

system. 
Sec. 1810. Multistate corridor program. 
Sec. 1811. Border planning, operations, tech-

nology, and capacity program. 
Sec. 1812. Puerto Rico highway program. 
Sec. 1813. National historic covered bridge pres-

ervation. 
Sec. 1814. Transportation and community and 

system preservation pilot program. 
Sec. 1815. Tribal-State road maintenance agree-

ments. 
Sec. 1816. Forest highways. 
Sec. 1817. Territorial highway program. 
Sec. 1818. Magnetic levitation transportation 

technology deployment program. 
Sec. 1819. Donations and credits. 
Sec. 1820. Disadvantaged business enterprises. 

Subtitle I—Technical Corrections 

Sec. 1901. Repeal or update of obsolete text. 
Sec. 1902. Clarification of date. 
Sec. 1903. Inclusion of requirements for signs 

identifying funding sources in 
title 23. 

Sec. 1904. Inclusion of Buy America require-
ments in title 23. 

Sec. 1905. Technical amendments to non-
discrimination section. 

TITLE II—TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 
Subtitle A—Funding 

Sec. 2001. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 2002. Obligation ceiling. 
Sec. 2003. Notice. 

Subtitle B—Research and Technology 
Sec. 2101. Research and technology program. 
Sec. 2102. Study of data collection and statis-

tical analysis efforts. 
Sec. 2103. Centers for surface transportation ex-

cellence. 
Subtitle C—Intelligent Transportation System 

Research 
Sec. 2201. Intelligent transportation system re-

search and technical assistance 
program. 

TITLE III—INTERMODAL PASSENGER 
FACILITIES 

Sec. 3002. Intermodal passenger facilities. 
TITLE IV—FEDERAL AID IN SPORT FISH 

RESTORATION ACT AMENDMENTS 
Sec. 4001. Amendment of Federal Aid in Fish 

Restoration Act. 
Sec. 4002. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 4003. Division of annual appropriations. 
Sec. 4004. Maintenance of projects. 
Sec. 4005. Boating infrastructure. 
Sec. 4006. Requirements and restrictions con-

cerning use of amounts for ex-
penses for administration. 

Sec. 4007. Payments of funds to and coopera-
tion with Puerto Rico, the District 
of Columbia, Guam, American 
Samoa, Commonwealth of the 
Northern Marina Islands, and 
Virgin Islands. 

Sec. 4008. Multistate conservation grant pro-
gram.

SEC. 2. GENERAL DEFINITIONS. 
In this Act: 
(1) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 

means the Department of Transportation. 
(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 

the Secretary of Transportation. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS FOR TITLE 23. 

Section 101 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking subsection (a) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this title: 
‘‘(1) APPORTIONMENT.—The term ‘apportion-

ment’ includes an unexpended apportionment 
made under a law enacted before the date of en-
actment of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2003. 

‘‘(2) CARPOOL PROJECT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘carpool project’ 

means any project to encourage the use of car-
pools and vanpools. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘carpool project’ 
includes a project—

‘‘(i) to provide carpooling opportunities to the 
elderly and individuals with disabilities; 

‘‘(ii) to develop and implement a system for lo-
cating potential riders and informing the riders 
of carpool opportunities; 

‘‘(iii) to acquire vehicles for carpool use; 
‘‘(iv) to designate highway lanes as pref-

erential carpool highway lanes; 
‘‘(v) to provide carpool-related traffic control 

devices; and 
‘‘(vi) to designate facilities for use for pref-

erential parking for carpools. 
‘‘(3) CONSTRUCTION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘construction’ 

means the supervision, inspection, and actual 
building of, and incurring of all costs incidental 
to the construction or reconstruction of a high-
way, including bond costs and other costs relat-
ing to the issuance in accordance with section 
122 of bonds or other debt financing instruments 
and costs incurred by the State in performing 
Federal-aid project related audits that directly 
benefit the Federal-aid highway program. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘construction’ in-
cludes—

VerDate jul 14 2003 03:15 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00081 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A03FE6.020 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES464 February 3, 2004
‘‘(i) locating, surveying, and mapping (includ-

ing the establishment of temporary and perma-
nent geodetic markers in accordance with speci-
fications of the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration); 

‘‘(ii) resurfacing, restoration, and rehabilita-
tion; 

‘‘(iii) acquisition of rights-of-way; 
‘‘(iv) relocation assistance, acquisition of re-

placement housing sites, and acquisition and re-
habilitation, relocation, and construction of re-
placement housing; 

‘‘(v) elimination of hazards of railway grade 
crossings; 

‘‘(vi) elimination of roadside obstacles; 
‘‘(vii) improvements that directly facilitate 

and control traffic flow, such as—
‘‘(I) grade separation of intersections; 
‘‘(II) widening of lanes; 
‘‘(III) channelization of traffic; 
‘‘(IV) traffic control systems; and 
‘‘(V) passenger loading and unloading areas; 
‘‘(viii) capital improvements that directly fa-

cilitate an effective vehicle weight enforcement 
program, such as—

‘‘(I) scales (fixed and portable); 
‘‘(II) scale pits; 
‘‘(III) scale installation; and 
‘‘(IV) scale houses; 
‘‘(ix) improvements directly relating to secur-

ing transportation infrastructures for detection, 
preparedness, response, and recovery; 

‘‘(x) operating costs relating to traffic moni-
toring, management, and control; 

‘‘(xi) operational movements; and 
‘‘(xii) transportation system management and 

operations. 
‘‘(4) COUNTY.—The term ‘county’ includes—
‘‘(A) a corresponding unit of government 

under any other name in a State that does not 
have county organizations; and 

‘‘(B) in those States in which the county gov-
ernment does not have jurisdiction over high-
ways, any local government unit vested with ju-
risdiction over local highways. 

‘‘(5) FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Federal-aid 

highway’ means a highway eligible for assist-
ance under this chapter. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘Federal-aid 
highway’ does not include a highway classified 
as a local road or rural minor collector. 

‘‘(6) FEDERAL-AID SYSTEM.—The term ‘Fed-
eral-aid system’ means any of the Federal-aid 
highway systems described in section 103. 

‘‘(7) FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAY.—The term 
‘Federal lands highway’ means—

‘‘(A) a forest highway; 
‘‘(B) a recreation road; 
‘‘(C) a public Forest Service road; 
‘‘(D) a park road; 
‘‘(E) a parkway; 
‘‘(F) a refuge road; 
‘‘(G) an Indian reservation road that is a pub-

lic road; and 
‘‘(H) a public lands highway. 
‘‘(8) FOREST HIGHWAY.—The term ‘forest high-

way’ means a forest road that is—
‘‘(A) under the jurisdiction of, and main-

tained by, a public authority; and 
‘‘(B) is open to public travel. 
‘‘(9) FOREST ROAD OR TRAIL.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘forest road or 

trail’ means a road or trail wholly or partly 
within, or adjacent to, and serving National 
Forest System land that is necessary for the pro-
tection, administration, use, and development of 
the resources of that land. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘forest road or 
trail’ includes—

‘‘(i) a classified forest road; 
‘‘(ii) an unclassified forest road; 
‘‘(iii) a temporary forest road; and 
‘‘(iv) a public forest service road. 
‘‘(10) FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION GATEWAY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘freight transpor-

tation gateway’ means a nationally or region-
ally significant transportation port of entry or 

hub for domestic and global trade or military 
mobilization. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘freight transpor-
tation gateway’ includes freight intermodal and 
Strategic Highway Network connections that 
provide access to and from a port or hub de-
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(11) HIGHWAY.—The term ‘highway’ in-
cludes—

‘‘(A) a road, street, and parkway; 
‘‘(B) a right-of-way, bridge, railroad-highway 

crossing, tunnel, drainage structure, sign, 
guardrail, and protective structure, in connec-
tion with a highway; and 

‘‘(C) a portion of any interstate or inter-
national bridge or tunnel (including the ap-
proaches to the interstate or international 
bridge or tunnel, and such transportation facili-
ties as may be required by the United States 
Customs Service and the Bureau of Citizenship 
and Immigration Services in connection with the 
operation of an international bridge or tunnel), 
the cost of which is assumed by a State trans-
portation department. 

‘‘(12) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECT.—The term ‘highway safety improve-
ment project’ means a project that meets the re-
quirements of section 148. 

‘‘(13) INDIAN RESERVATION ROAD.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Indian reserva-

tion road’ means a public road that is located 
within or provides access to an area described in 
subparagraph (B) on which or in which reside 
Indians or Alaskan Natives that, as determined 
by the Secretary of the Interior, are eligible for 
services generally available to Indians under 
Federal laws specifically applicable to Indians. 

‘‘(B) AREAS.—The areas referred to in sub-
paragraph (A) are—

‘‘(i) an Indian reservation; 
‘‘(ii) Indian trust land or restricted Indian 

land that is not subject to fee title alienation 
without the approval of the Federal Govern-
ment; and 

‘‘(iii) an Indian or Alaska Native village, 
group, or community. 

‘‘(14) INTERSTATE SYSTEM.—The term ‘Inter-
state System’ means the Dwight D. Eisenhower 
National System of Interstate and Defense High-
ways described in section 103(c). 

‘‘(15) MAINTENANCE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘maintenance’ 

means the preservation of a highway. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘maintenance’ in-

cludes the preservation of—
‘‘(i) the surface, shoulders, roadsides, and 

structures of a highway; and 
‘‘(ii) such traffic-control devices as are nec-

essary for safe, secure, and efficient use of a 
highway. 

‘‘(16) MAINTENANCE AREA.—The term ‘mainte-
nance area’ means an area that was designated 
as a nonattainment area, but was later redesig-
nated by the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency as an attainment 
area, under section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7407(d)). 

‘‘(17) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM ROAD OR 
TRAIL.—The term ‘National Forest System road 
or trail’ means a forest road or trail that is 
under the jurisdiction of the Forest Service. 

‘‘(18) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—The term 
‘National Highway System’ means the Federal-
aid highway system described in section 103(b). 

‘‘(19) OPERATING COSTS FOR TRAFFIC MONI-
TORING, MANAGEMENT, AND CONTROL.—The term 
‘operating costs for traffic monitoring, manage-
ment, and control’ includes—

‘‘(A) labor costs; 
‘‘(B) administrative costs; 
‘‘(C) costs of utilities and rent; 
‘‘(D) costs incurred by transportation agencies 

for technology to monitor critical transportation 
infrastructure for security purposes; and 

‘‘(E) other costs associated with transpor-
tation systems management and operations and 
the continuous operation of traffic control, such 
as—

‘‘(i) an integrated traffic control system; 
‘‘(ii) an incident management program; and 
‘‘(iii) a traffic control center. 
‘‘(20) OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘operational im-

provement’ means—
‘‘(i) a capital improvement for installation or 

implementation of—
‘‘(I) a transportation system management and 

operations program; 
‘‘(II) traffic and transportation security sur-

veillance and control equipment; 
‘‘(III) a computerized signal system; 
‘‘(IV) a motorist information system; 
‘‘(V) an integrated traffic control system; 
‘‘(VI) an incident management program; 
‘‘(VII) equipment and programs for transpor-

tation response to manmade and natural disas-
ters; or 

‘‘(VIII) a transportation demand management 
facility, strategy, or program; and 

‘‘(ii) such other capital improvements to a 
public road as the Secretary may designate by 
regulation. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘operational im-
provement’ does not include—

‘‘(i) a resurfacing, restorative, or rehabilita-
tive improvement; 

‘‘(ii) construction of an additional lane, inter-
change, or grade separation; or 

‘‘(iii) construction of a new facility on a new 
location. 

‘‘(21) PARK ROAD.—The term ‘park road’ 
means a public road (including a bridge built 
primarily for pedestrian use, but with capacity 
for use by emergency vehicles) that is located 
within, or provides access to, an area in the Na-
tional Park System with title and maintenance 
responsibilities vested in the United States. 

‘‘(22) PARKWAY.—The term ‘parkway’ means a 
parkway authorized by an Act of Congress on 
land to which title is vested in the United 
States. 

‘‘(23) PROJECT.—The term ‘project’ means—
‘‘(A)(i) an undertaking to construct a par-

ticular portion of a highway; or 
‘‘(ii) if the context so implies, a particular por-

tion of a highway so constructed; and 
‘‘(B) any other undertaking eligible for assist-

ance under this title. 
‘‘(24) PROJECT AGREEMENT.—The term ‘project 

agreement’ means the formal instrument to be 
executed by the Secretary and a State transpor-
tation department under section 106. 

‘‘(25) PUBLIC AUTHORITY.—The term ‘public 
authority’ means a Federal, State, county, 
town, or township, Indian tribe, municipal or 
other local government or instrumentality with 
authority to finance, build, operate, or maintain 
toll or toll-free facilities. 

‘‘(26) PUBLIC FOREST SERVICE ROAD.—The 
term ‘public Forest Service road’ means a classi-
fied forest road—

‘‘(A) that is open to public travel; 
‘‘(B) for which title and maintenance respon-

sibility is vested in the Federal Government; and 
‘‘(C) that has been designated a public road 

by the Forest Service. 
‘‘(27) PUBLIC LANDS DEVELOPMENT ROADS AND 

TRAILS.—The term ‘public lands development 
roads and trails’ means roads and trails that the 
Secretary of the Interior determines are of pri-
mary importance for the development, protec-
tion, administration, and use of public lands 
and resources under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

‘‘(28) PUBLIC LANDS HIGHWAY.—The term ‘pub-
lic lands highway’ means—

‘‘(A) a forest road that is—
‘‘(i) under the jurisdiction of, and maintained 

by, a public authority; and 
‘‘(ii) open to public travel; and 
‘‘(B) any highway through unappropriated or 

unreserved public land, nontaxable Indian land, 
or any other Federal reservation (including a 
main highway through such land or reservation 
that is on the Federal-aid system) that is—

‘‘(i) under the jurisdiction of, and maintained 
by, a public authority; and 
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‘‘(ii) open to public travel. 
‘‘(29) PUBLIC ROAD.—The term ‘public road’ 

means any road or street that is—
‘‘(A) under the jurisdiction of, and main-

tained by, a public authority; and 
‘‘(B) open to public travel. 
‘‘(30) RECREATIONAL ROAD.—The term ‘rec-

reational road’ means a public road—
‘‘(A) that provides access to a museum, lake, 

reservoir, visitors center, gateway to a major 
wilderness area, public use area, or recreational 
or historic site; and 

‘‘(B) for which title is vested in the Federal 
Government. 

‘‘(31) REFUGE ROAD.—The term ‘refuge road’ 
means a public road—

‘‘(A) that provides access to or within a unit 
of the National Wildlife Refuge System or a na-
tional fish hatchery; and 

‘‘(B) for which title and maintenance respon-
sibility is vested in the United States Govern-
ment. 

‘‘(32) RURAL AREA.—The term ‘rural area’ 
means an area of a State that is not included in 
an urban area. 

‘‘(33) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ means 
the Secretary of Transportation. 

‘‘(34) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means—
‘‘(A) a State; 
‘‘(B) the District of Columbia; and 
‘‘(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 
‘‘(35) STATE FUNDS.—The term ‘State funds’ 

includes funds that are—
‘‘(A) raised under the authority of the State 

(or any political or other subdivision of a State); 
and 

‘‘(B) made available for expenditure under the 
direct control of the State transportation de-
partment. 

‘‘(36) STATE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.—
The term ‘State transportation department’ 
means the department, agency, commission, 
board, or official of any State charged by the 
laws of the State with the responsibility for 
highway construction. 

‘‘(37) TERRITORIAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—The 
term ‘territorial highway system’ means the sys-
tem of arterial highways, collector roads, and 
necessary interisland connectors in American 
Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, Guam, and the United States 
Virgin Islands that have been designated by the 
appropriate Governor or chief executive officer 
of a territory, and approved by the Secretary, in 
accordance with section 215. 

‘‘(38) TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIV-
ITY.—The term ‘transportation enhancement ac-
tivity’ means, with respect to any project or the 
area to be served by the project, any of the fol-
lowing activities as the activities relate to sur-
face transportation: 

‘‘(A) Provision of facilities for pedestrians and 
bicycles. 

‘‘(B) Provision of safety and educational ac-
tivities for pedestrians and bicyclists. 

‘‘(C) Acquisition of scenic easements and sce-
nic or historic sites (including historic battle-
fields). 

‘‘(D) Conduct of scenic or historic highway 
programs (including the provision of tourist and 
welcome center facilities). 

‘‘(E) Landscaping and other scenic beautifi-
cation. 

‘‘(F) Historic preservation. 
‘‘(G) Rehabilitation and operation of historic 

transportation buildings, structures, or facilities 
(including historic railroad facilities and ca-
nals). 

‘‘(H) Preservation of abandoned railway cor-
ridors (including the conversion and use of the 
corridors for pedestrian or bicycle trails). 

‘‘(I) Control and removal of outdoor adver-
tising. 

‘‘(J) Archaeological planning and research. 
‘‘(K) Environmental mitigation—
‘‘(i) to address water pollution due to high-

way runoff; or 
‘‘(ii) reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality 

while maintaining habitat connectivity. 

‘‘(L) Establishment of transportation muse-
ums. 

‘‘(39) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 
AND OPERATIONS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘transportation 
systems management and operations’ means an 
integrated program to optimize the performance 
of existing infrastructure through the implemen-
tation of multimodal and intermodal, cross-ju-
risdictional systems, services, and projects de-
signed to preserve capacity and improve secu-
rity, safety, and reliability of the transportation 
system. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘transportation 
systems management and operations’ includes—

‘‘(i) regional operations collaboration and co-
ordination activities between transportation and 
public safety agencies; and 

‘‘(ii) improvements to the transportation sys-
tem such as traffic detection and surveillance, 
arterial management, freeway management, de-
mand management, work zone management, 
emergency management, electronic toll collec-
tion, automated enforcement, traffic incident 
management, roadway weather management, 
traveler information services, commercial vehicle 
operations, traffic control, freight management, 
and coordination of highway, rail, transit, bicy-
cle, and pedestrian operations. 

‘‘(40) URBAN AREA.—The term ‘urban area’ 
means—

‘‘(A) an urbanized area (or, in the case of an 
urbanized area encompassing more than 1 State, 
the portion of the urbanized area in each State); 
and 

‘‘(B) an urban place designated by the Bu-
reau of the Census that—

‘‘(i) has a population of 5,000 or more; 
‘‘(ii) is not located within any urbanized area; 

and 
‘‘(iii) is located within boundaries that—
‘‘(I) are fixed cooperatively by responsible 

State and local officials, subject to approval by 
the Secretary; and 

‘‘(II) encompass, at a minimum, the entire 
urban place designated by the Bureau of the 
Census (except in the case of cities in the State 
of Maine and in the State of New Hampshire). 

‘‘(41) URBANIZED AREA.—The term ‘urbanized 
area’ means an area that—

‘‘(A) has a population of 50,000 or more; 
‘‘(B) is designated by the Bureau of the Cen-

sus; and 
‘‘(C) is located within boundaries that—
‘‘(i) are fixed cooperatively by responsible 

State and local officials, subject to approval by 
the Secretary; and 

‘‘(ii) encompass, at a minimum, the entire ur-
banized area within a State as designated by 
the Bureau of the Census.’’.

TITLE I—FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
Subtitle A—Funding 

SEC. 1101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
The following sums are authorized to be ap-

propriated out of the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account): 

(1) INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.—For 
the Interstate maintenance program under sec-
tion 119 of title 23, United States Code—

(A) $5,500,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $6,300,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(C) $6,550,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(2) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—For the Na-

tional Highway System under section 103 of that 
title—

(A) $6,650,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $7,650,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(C) $7,950,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(3) BRIDGE PROGRAM.—For the bridge program 

under section 144 of that title—
(A) $4,700,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $5,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(C) $5,600,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(4) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM.—For 

the surface transportation program under sec-
tion 133 of that title—

(A) $6,950,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $7,950,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(C) $8,250,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(5) CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY 

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.—For the congestion 
mitigation and air quality improvement program 
under section 149 of that title—

(A) $1,900,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $2,150,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(C) $2,225,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(6) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-

GRAM.—For the highway safety improvement 
program under section 148 of that title—

(A) $1,200,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $1,300,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(C) $1,350,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(7) APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYS-

TEM PROGRAM.—For the Appalachian develop-
ment highway system program under section 170 
of that title, $590,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009. 

(8) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM.—For the 
recreational trails program under section 206 of 
that title, $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009. 

(9) FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAYS PROGRAM.—
(A) INDIAN RESERVATION ROADS.—For Indian 

reservation roads under section 204 of that 
title—

(i) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(ii) $325,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(iii) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(iv) $375,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(v) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(vi) $425,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(B) RECREATION ROADS.—For recreation roads 

under section 204 of that title, $50,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(C) PARK ROADS AND PARKWAYS.—For park 
roads and parkways under section 204 of that 
title—

(i) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(ii) $310,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(iii) $320,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(D) REFUGE ROADS.—For refuge roads under 

section 204 of that title, $30,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(E) PUBLIC LANDS HIGHWAYS.—For Federal 
lands highways under section 204 of that title, 
$300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2009. 

(F) SAFETY.—For safety under section 204 of 
that title, $40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009. 

(10) MULTISTATE CORRIDOR PROGRAM.—For 
the multistate corridor program under section 
171 of that title—

(A) $112,500,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $135,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $157,500,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $202,500,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $225,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(11) BORDER PLANNING, OPERATIONS, AND 

TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM.—For the border plan-
ning, operations, and technology program under 
section 172 of that title—

(A) $112,500,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $135,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $157,500,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $202,500,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $225,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(12) NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAYS PROGRAM.—For 

the national scenic byways program under sec-
tion 162 of that title—

(A) $34,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $35,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $37,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; and 
(E) $39,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 

and 2009. 
(13) INFRASTRUCTURE PERFORMANCE AND 

MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.—For carrying out the 
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infrastructure performance and maintenance 
program under section 139 of that title—

(A) $2,500,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2006; 

(B) $2,000,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2007 
and 2008; and 

(C) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(14) CONSTRUCTION OF FERRY BOATS AND 

FERRY TERMINAL FACILITIES.—For construction 
of ferry boats and ferry terminal facilities under 
section 147 of that title, $38,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(15) COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO HIGH-
WAY PROGRAM.—For the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico highway program under section 173 
of that title—

(A) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $145,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $149,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $154,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $160,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $163,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

SEC. 1102. OBLIGATION CEILING. 
[RESERVED] 

SEC. 1103. APPORTIONMENTS. 
(a) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 104 of title 23, United 

States Code, is amended by striking subsection 
(a) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) to be 
made available to the Secretary of Transpor-
tation for administrative expenses of the Federal 
Highway Administration—

‘‘(A) $450,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
‘‘(B) $465,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
‘‘(C) $480,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
‘‘(D) $495,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
‘‘(E) $510,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(F) $525,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
‘‘(2) PURPOSES.—The funds authorized by this 

subsection shall be used—
‘‘(A) to administer the provisions of law to be 

financed from appropriations for the Federal-
aid highway program and programs authorized 
under chapter 2; and 

‘‘(B) to make transfers of such sums as the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate to the 
Appalachian Regional Commission for adminis-
trative activities associated with the Appa-
lachian development highway system. 

‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY.—The funds made avail-
able under paragraph (1) shall remain available 
until expended.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 104 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) of 
subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the deduction au-
thorized by subsection (a) and’’; 

(B) in the first sentence of subsection (e)(1), 
by striking ‘‘, and also’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘this section’’; and 

(C) in subsection (i), by striking ‘‘deducted’’ 
and inserting ‘‘made available’’. 

(b) METROPOLITAN PLANNING.—Section 104(f) 
of title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) SET-ASIDE.—On October 1 of each fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall set aside 1.5 percent of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated for ex-
penditure upon programs authorized under this 
title to carry out the requirements of section 
134.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘per centum’’ 
and inserting ‘‘percent’’; 

(3) in paragraph (3)—
(A) by striking ‘‘The funds’’ and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The funds’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘These funds’’ and all that 

follows and inserting the following: 
‘‘(B) UNUSED FUNDS.—Any funds that are not 

used to carry out section 134 may be made avail-
able by a metropolitan planning organization to 

the State to fund activities under section 135.’’; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) FEDERAL SHARE.—Funds apportioned to a 

State under this subsection shall be matched in 
accordance with section 120(b) unless the Sec-
retary determines that the interests of the Fed-
eral-aid highway program would be best served 
without the match.’’. 

(c) ALASKA HIGHWAY.—Section 104(b)(1)(A) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘1998 through 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘2004 
through 2009’’. 
SEC. 1104. MINIMUM GUARANTEE. 

Section 105 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking subsections (a) through (f) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—For each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009, the Secretary shall ensure 
that the percentage of apportionments of each 
State is sufficient to ensure that, based on the 
percentage of tax payments attributable to high-
way users in each State paid into the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) in the latest fiscal year for which data 
are available, no State’s percentage return from 
the Highway Trust Fund is less than 90.5 per-
cent. 

‘‘(b) APPORTIONMENTS—In making an appor-
tionment described in subsection (a) for a fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall ensure that the rate of 
return of each State from the Highway Trust 
Fund includes the total apportionments made 
for the fiscal year for—

‘‘(1) the Interstate maintenance program 
under section 119; 

‘‘(2) the National Highway System under sec-
tion 103; 

‘‘(3) the bridge program under section 144; 
‘‘(4) the surface transportation program under 

section 133; 
‘‘(5) the congestion mitigation and air quality 

improvement program under section 149; 
‘‘(6) the highway safety improvement program 

under section 148; 
‘‘(7) the Appalachian development highway 

system program under section 170; 
‘‘(8) the recreational trails program under sec-

tion 206; 
‘‘(9) the infrastructure performance and main-

tenance program under section 139; 
‘‘(10) the metropolitan planning program 

under section 104(f); 
‘‘(11) the equity bonus program under this sec-

tion; 
‘‘(12) the high priority projects program under 

section 1601 of the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 255); 

‘‘(13) the safe routes to school program under 
section 150; and 

‘‘(14) the railway-highway crossings under 
section 130.’’. 
SEC. 1105. REVENUE ALIGNED BUDGET AUTHOR-

ITY. 
Section 110 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraphs (1) and (2), by striking 

‘‘2000’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2006’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) by striking ‘‘the succeeding’’ and inserting 

‘‘that’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘and the motor carrier safety 

grant program’’; 
(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking subpara-

graph (A) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(A) the sums authorized to be appropriated 

from the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) for each of the Federal-
aid highway and highway safety construction 
programs (other than the equity bonus program) 
and for which funds are allocated from the 
Highway Trust Fund by the Secretary under 
this title and the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2003; 
bears to’’; 

(3) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘the high-
way safety improvement program,’’ after ‘‘the 
surface transportation program,’’; and 

(4) by striking subsections (e), (f), and (g).
Subtitle B—New Programs 

SEC. 1201. INFRASTRUCTURE PERFORMANCE AND 
MAINTENANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 138 the following: 
‘‘§ 139. Infrastructure performance and main-

tenance program 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish and implement an infrastructure per-
formance and maintenance program in accord-
ance with this section. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may obligate funds 

allocated to the State under this section only for 
projects eligible under the Interstate mainte-
nance program under section 119, the National 
Highway System program under section 103, the 
surface transportation program under section 
133, the highway safety improvement program 
under section 148, the highway bridge replace-
ment and rehabilitation program under section 
144, and the congestion mitigation and air qual-
ity improvement program under section 149 that 
will—

‘‘(A) preserve, maintain, or otherwise extend, 
in a cost-effective manner, the useful life of ex-
isting highway infrastructure elements; or 

‘‘(B) provide operational improvements (in-
cluding traffic management and intelligent 
transportation system strategies and limited ca-
pacity enhancements) at points of recurring 
highway congestion. 

‘‘(2) SET-ASIDE.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, of the amounts made available 
under section 1101(a)(14) of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003, $439,000,000 shall be available 
for obligation to carry out this section without 
further appropriation. 

‘‘(c) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—
‘‘(1) OBLIGATION WITHIN 180 DAYS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Funds allocated to a State 

under this section shall be obligated by the State 
not later than 180 days after the date of appor-
tionment. 

‘‘(B) UNOBLIGATED FUNDS.—Any amounts 
that remain unobligated at the end of that pe-
riod shall be allocated in accordance with sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(2) OBLIGATION BY END OF FISCAL YEAR.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—All funds allocated or re-

allocated under this section shall remain avail-
able for obligation until the last day of the fis-
cal year for which the funds are apportioned. 

‘‘(B) UNOBLIGATED FUNDS.—Any amounts al-
located that remain unobligated at the end of 
the fiscal year shall lapse. 

‘‘(d) REDISTRIBUTION OF ALLOCATED FUNDS 
AND OBLIGATION AUTHORITY.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—On the date that is 180 
days after the date of allocation, or as soon 
thereafter as practicable, for each fiscal year, 
the Secretary shall—

‘‘(A) withdraw—
‘‘(i) any funds allocated to a State under this 

section that remain unobligated; and 
‘‘(ii) an equal amount of obligation authority 

provided for the use of the funds in accordance 
with section 1101(a)(14) of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003; and 

‘‘(B) reallocate the funds and redistribute the 
obligation authority to those States that—

‘‘(i) have fully obligated all amounts allocated 
under this section for the fiscal year; and 

‘‘(ii) demonstrate that the State is able to obli-
gate additional amounts for projects eligible 
under this section before the end of the fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(2) EQUITY BONUS.—The calculation and dis-
tribution of funds under section 105 shall be ad-
justed as a result of the allocation of funds 
under this subsection. 
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‘‘(e) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—The Federal 

share payable for a project funded under this 
section shall be determined in accordance with 
section 120.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding after the item relating to 
section 138 the following:

‘‘139. Infrastructure performance and mainte-
nance program.’’.

SEC. 1202. FUTURE OF SURFACE TRANSPOR-
TATION SYSTEM. 

(a) DECLARATION OF POLICY.—Section 101 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) It is hereby declared to be’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) DECLARATION OF POLICY.—
‘‘(1) ACCELERATION OF CONSTRUCTION OF FED-

ERAL-AID HIGHWAY SYSTEMS.—Congress declares 
that it is’’; 

(2) in the second paragraph, by striking ‘‘It is 
hereby declared’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) COMPLETION OF INTERSTATE SYSTEM.—
Congress declares’’; and 

(3) by striking the last paragraph and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(3) TRANSPORTATION NEEDS OF 21ST CEN-
TURY.—Congress declares that—

‘‘(A) it is in the national interest to preserve 
and enhance the surface transportation system 
to meet the needs of the United States for the 
21st Century; 

‘‘(B) the current urban and long distance per-
sonal travel and freight movement demands 
have surpassed the original forecasts and travel 
demand patterns are expected to change; 

‘‘(C) continued planning for and investment 
in surface transportation is critical to ensure 
the surface transportation system adequately 
meets the changing travel demands of the fu-
ture; 

‘‘(D) among the foremost needs that the sur-
face transportation system must meet to provide 
for a strong and vigorous national economy are 
safe, efficient, and reliable—

‘‘(i) national and interregional personal mo-
bility (including personal mobility in rural and 
urban areas) and reduced congestion; 

‘‘(ii) flow of interstate and international com-
merce and freight transportation; and 

‘‘(iii) travel movements essential for national 
security; 

‘‘(E) special emphasis should be devoted to 
providing safe and efficient access for the type 
and size of commercial and military vehicles 
that access designated National Highway Sys-
tem intermodal freight terminals; 

‘‘(F) it is in the national interest to seek ways 
to eliminate barriers to transportation invest-
ment created by the current modal structure of 
transportation financing; 

‘‘(G) the connection between land use and in-
frastructure is significant; 

‘‘(H) transportation should play a significant 
role in promoting economic growth, improving 
the environment, and sustaining the quality of 
life; and 

‘‘(I) the Secretary should take appropriate ac-
tions to preserve and enhance the Interstate 
System to meet the needs of the 21st Century.’’. 

(b) NATIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SYS-
TEM STUDY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—
(A) conduct a complete investigation and 

study of the current condition and future needs 
of the surface transportation system of the 
United States, including—

(i) the National Highway System; 
(ii) the Interstate System; 
(iii) the strategic highway network; 
(iv) congressional high priority corridors; 
(v) intermodal connectors; 
(vi) freight facilities; 
(vii) navigable waterways; 
(viii) mass transportation; 
(ix) freight and intercity passenger rail infra-

structure and facilities; and 

(x) surface access to airports; and 
(B) develop a conceptual plan, with alter-

native approaches, for the future to ensure that 
the surface transportation system will continue 
to serve the needs of the United States, includ-
ing specific recommendations regarding design 
and operational standards, Federal policies, and 
legislative changes. 

(2) SPECIFIC ISSUES.—In conducting the inves-
tigation and study, the Secretary shall specifi-
cally address—

(A) the current condition and performance of 
the Interstate System (including the physical 
condition of bridges and pavements and oper-
ational characteristics and performance), rely-
ing primarily on existing data sources; 

(B) the future of the Interstate System, based 
on a range of legislative and policy approaches 
for 15-, 30-, and 50-year time periods; 

(C) the expected demographics and business 
uses that impact the surface transportation sys-
tem; 

(D) the expected use of the surface transpor-
tation system, including the effects of changing 
vehicle types, modes of transportation, fleet size 
and weights, and traffic volumes; 

(E) desirable design policies and standards for 
future improvements of the surface transpor-
tation system, including additional access 
points; 

(F) the identification of urban, rural, na-
tional, and interregional needs for the surface 
transportation system; 

(G) the potential for expansion, upgrades, or 
other changes to the surface transportation sys-
tem, including—

(i) deployment of advanced materials and in-
telligent technologies; 

(ii) critical multistate, urban, and rural cor-
ridors needing capacity, safety, and operational 
enhancements; 

(iii) improvements to intermodal linkages; 
(iv) security and military deployment en-

hancements; 
(v) strategies to enhance asset preservation; 

and 
(vi) implementation strategies; 
(H) the improvement of emergency prepared-

ness and evacuation using the surface transpor-
tation system, including—

(i) examination of the potential use of all 
modes of the surface transportation system in 
the safe and efficient evacuation of citizens dur-
ing times of emergency; 

(ii) identification of the location of critical 
bottlenecks; and 

(iii) development of strategies to improve sys-
tem redundancy, especially in areas with a high 
potential for terrorist attacks; 

(I) alternatives for addressing environmental 
concerns in recommended alternatives; 

(J) the evaluation and assessment of the cur-
rent and future capabilities for conducting sys-
tem-wide real-time performance data collection 
and analysis, traffic monitoring, and system op-
erations and management; and 

(K) a range of policy and legislative alter-
natives for addressing future needs for the sur-
face transportation system, including funding 
needs and potential approaches to provide 
funds. 

(3) TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The 
Secretary shall establish a technical advisory 
committee, in a manner consistent with the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.), to 
collect and evaluate technical input from—

(A) the Department of Defense; 
(B) appropriate Federal, State, and local offi-

cials with responsibility for transportation; 
(C) appropriate State and local elected offi-

cials; 
(D) transportation and trade associations; 
(E) emergency management officials; 
(F) freight providers; 
(G) the general public; and 
(H) other entities and persons determined ap-

propriate by the Secretary to ensure a diverse 
range of views. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure of 
the House of Representatives, and make readily 
available to the public, a report on the results of 
the investigation and study conducted under 
this subsection.

SEC. 1203. FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION GATE-
WAYS; FREIGHT INTERMODAL CON-
NECTIONS. 

(a) FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION GATEWAYS.—
Chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 325. Freight transportation gateways 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a freight transportation gateways pro-
gram to improve productivity, security, and 
safety of freight transportation gateways, while 
mitigating congestion and community impacts in 
the area of the gateways. 

‘‘(2) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the freight 
transportation gateways program shall be—

‘‘(A) to facilitate and support multimodal 
freight transportation initiatives at the State 
and local levels in order to improve freight 
transportation gateways and mitigate the im-
pact of congestion on the environment in the 
area of the gateways; 

‘‘(B) to provide capital funding to address in-
frastructure and freight operational needs at 
freight transportation gateways; 

‘‘(C) to encourage adoption of new financing 
strategies to leverage State, local, and private 
investment in freight transportation gateways; 

‘‘(D) to facilitate access to intermodal freight 
transfer facilities; and 

‘‘(E) to increase economic efficiency by facili-
tating the movement of goods. 

‘‘(b) STATE RESPONSIBILITIES.—
‘‘(1) PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS.—Each 

State, in coordination with metropolitan plan-
ning organizations, shall ensure that intermodal 
freight transportation, trade facilitation, and 
economic development needs are adequately 
considered and fully integrated into the project 
development process, including transportation 
planning through final design and construction 
of freight-related transportation projects. 

‘‘(2) FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION COORDI-
NATOR.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall designate 
a freight transportation coordinator. 

‘‘(B) DUTIES.—The coordinator shall—
‘‘(i) foster public and private sector collabora-

tion needed to implement complex solutions to 
freight transportation and freight transpor-
tation gateway problems, including—

‘‘(I) coordination of metropolitan and state-
wide transportation activities with trade and 
economic interests; 

‘‘(II) coordination with other States, agencies, 
and organizations to find regional solutions to 
freight transportation problems; and 

‘‘(III) coordination with local officials of the 
Department of Defense and the Department of 
Homeland Security, and with other organiza-
tions, to develop regional solutions to military 
and homeland security transportation needs; 
and 

‘‘(ii) promote programs that build professional 
capacity to better plan, coordinate, integrate, 
and understand freight transportation needs for 
the State. 

‘‘(c) INNOVATIVE FINANCE STRATEGIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—States and localities are en-

couraged to adopt innovative financing strate-
gies for freight transportation gateway improve-
ments, including—

‘‘(A) new user fees; 
‘‘(B) modifications to existing user fees, in-

cluding trade facilitation charges; 
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‘‘(C) revenue options that incorporate private 

sector investment; and 
‘‘(D) a blending of Federal-aid and innovative 

finance programs. 
‘‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 

shall provide technical assistance to States and 
localities with respect to the strategies. 

‘‘(d) INTERMODAL FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION 
PROJECTS.—

‘‘(1) USE OF SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PRO-
GRAM FUNDS.—A State may obligate funds ap-
portioned to the State under section 104(b)(3) for 
publicly-owned intermodal freight transpor-
tation projects that provide community and 
highway benefits by addressing economic, con-
gestion, system reliability, security, safety, or 
environmental issues associated with freight 
transportation gateways. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A project eligible for 
funding under this section—

‘‘(A) may include publicly-owned intermodal 
freight transfer facilities, access to the facilities, 
and operational improvements for the facilities 
(including capital investment for intelligent 
transportation systems), except that projects lo-
cated within the boundaries of port terminals 
shall only include the surface transportation in-
frastructure modifications necessary to facilitate 
direct intermodal interchange, transfer, and ac-
cess into and out of the port; and 

‘‘(B) may involve the combining of private 
and public funds.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR SURFACE TRANSPOR-
TATION PROGRAM FUNDS.—Section 133(b) of title 
23, United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after paragraph (11) the following: 

‘‘(12) Intermodal freight transportation 
projects in accordance with section 325(d)(2).’’. 

(c) FREIGHT INTERMODAL CONNECTIONS TO 
NHS.—Section 103(b) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) FREIGHT INTERMODAL CONNECTIONS TO 
THE NHS.—

‘‘(A) FUNDING SET-ASIDE.—Of the funds ap-
portioned to a State for each fiscal year under 
section 104(b)(1), an amount determined in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (B) shall only be 
available to the State to be obligated for projects 
on—

‘‘(i) National Highway System routes con-
necting to intermodal freight terminals identi-
fied according to criteria specified in the report 
to Congress entitled ‘Pulling Together: The Na-
tional Highway System and its Connections to 
Major Intermodal Terminals’ dated May 24, 
1996, referred to in paragraph (1), and any 
modifications to the connections that are con-
sistent with paragraph (4); 

‘‘(ii) strategic highway network connectors to 
strategic military deployment ports; and 

‘‘(iii) projects to eliminate railroad crossings 
or make railroad crossing improvements. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT.—The 
amount of funds for each State for a fiscal year 
that shall be set aside under subparagraph (A) 
shall be equal to the greater of—

‘‘(i) the product obtained by multiplying—
‘‘(I) the total amount of funds apportioned to 

the State under section 104(b)(1); by 
‘‘(II) the percentage of miles that routes speci-

fied in subparagraph (A) constitute of the total 
miles on the National Highway System in the 
State; or 

‘‘(ii) 2 percent of the annual apportionment to 
the State of funds under 104(b)(1). 

‘‘(C) EXEMPTION FROM SET-ASIDE.—For any 
fiscal year, a State may obligate the funds oth-
erwise set aside by this paragraph for any 
project that is eligible under paragraph (6) and 
is located in the State on a segment of the Na-
tional Highway System specified in paragraph 
(2), if the State certifies and the Secretary con-
curs that—

‘‘(i) the designated National Highway System 
intermodal connectors described in subpara-

graph (A) are in good condition and provide an 
adequate level of service for military vehicle and 
civilian commercial vehicle use; and 

‘‘(ii) significant needs on the designated Na-
tional Highway System intermodal connectors 
are being met or do not exist.’’. 

(d) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—Section 120 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(m) INCREASED FEDERAL SHARE FOR CONNEC-
TORS.—In the case of a project to support a Na-
tional Highway System intermodal freight con-
nection or strategic highway network connector 
to a strategic military deployment port described 
in section 103(b)(7), the Federal share of the 
total cost of the project shall be 90 percent.’’. 

(e) LENGTH LIMITATIONS.—Section 31111(e) of 
title 49, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘The’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) LENGTH LIMITATIONS.—In the interests of 

economic competitiveness, security, and inter-
modal connectivity, not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, States 
shall update the list of Federal-aid system high-
ways to include—

‘‘(A) strategic highway network connectors to 
strategic military deployment ports; and 

‘‘(B) National Highway System intermodal 
freight connections serving military and com-
mercial truck traffic going to major intermodal 
terminals as described in section 
103(b)(7)(A)(i).’’. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
of chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘325. Freight transportation gateways.’’.
SEC. 1204. CONSTRUCTION OF FERRY BOATS AND 

FERRY TERMINAL FACILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 147 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘§ 147. Construction of ferry boats and ferry 
terminal facilities 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a program for construction of ferry boats 
and ferry terminal facilities in accordance with 
section 129(c). 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of construction of ferry boats and ferry 
terminals under this section shall be 80 percent. 

‘‘(c) SET ASIDE FOR PROJECTS ON NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—Before any apportionment is 
made under section 104(b)(3), the Secretary shall 
set aside $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, for obligation by the Secretary, 
for—

‘‘(1) the construction or refurbishment of ferry 
boats and ferry terminal facilities; 

‘‘(2) the acquisition of zero- or low-emission 
ferry boats, or projects that advance the ship-
building capacities of the United States through 
the introduction of new technology; and 

‘‘(3) approaches to facilities described in para-
graph (1) located within marine highway sys-
tems that are part of the National Highway Sys-
tem. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—There shall be made available 
to the Secretary to carry out this section, out of 
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account), for obligation at the discre-
tion of the Secretary and to remain available 
until expended, $38,000,000 for the period of fis-
cal years 2004 through 2009.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) The analysis for subchapter I of chapter 1 

of title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 147 and in-
serting the following:

‘‘147. Construction of ferry boats and ferry ter-
minal facilities.’’.

(2) Section 1064 of the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (105 Stat. 
2005) is repealed. 
SEC. 1205. DESIGNATION OF DANIEL PATRICK 

MOYNIHAN INTERSTATE HIGHWAY. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—Interstate Highway 86 in 

the State of New York, extending from the 
Pennsylvania border near Lake Erie through 
Orange County, New York, shall be known and 
designated as the ‘‘Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
Interstate Highway’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the highway re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to be 
a reference to the Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
Interstate Highway.

Subtitle C—Finance 
SEC. 1301. FEDERAL SHARE. 

Section 120 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(d) INCREASED FEDERAL SHARE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share payable 

under subsection (a) or (b) may be increased for 
projects and activities in each State in which is 
located—

‘‘(A) nontaxable Indian land; 
‘‘(B) public land (reserved or unreserved); 
‘‘(C) a national forest; or 
‘‘(D) a national park and monument. 
‘‘(2) AMOUNT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share for 

States described in paragraph (1) shall be in-
creased by a percentage of the remaining cost 
that—

‘‘(i) is equal to the percentage that—
‘‘(I) the area of all land described in para-

graph (1) in a State; bears to 
‘‘(II) the total area of the State; but 
‘‘(ii) does not exceed 95 percent of the total 

cost of the project or activity for which the Fed-
eral share is provided. 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary shall ad-
just the Federal share for States under subpara-
graph (A) as the Secretary determines nec-
essary, on the basis of data provided by the Fed-
eral agencies that are responsible for maintain-
ing the data. 

‘‘(C) DECREASED FEDERAL SHARE.—Unless the 
State voluntarily agrees to a decreased Federal 
share, the Secretary shall provide the maximum 
Federal share allowable under subsections (a) 
and (b), as adjusted by this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 1302. TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY AND TRANSIT 

FUNDS. 
Section 104 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by striking subsection (k) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(k) TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY AND TRANSIT 
FUNDS.—

‘‘(1) TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY FUNDS FOR TRAN-
SIT PROJECTS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), funds made available for transit projects or 
transportation planning under this title may be 
transferred to and administered by the Secretary 
in accordance with chapter 53 of title 49. 

‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The provisions of 
this title relating to the non-Federal share shall 
apply to the transferred funds. 

‘‘(2) TRANSFER OF TRANSIT FUNDS FOR HIGH-
WAY PROJECTS.—Funds made available for high-
way projects or transportation planning under 
chapter 53 of title 49 may be transferred to and 
administered by the Secretary in accordance 
with this title. 

‘‘(3) TRANSFER OF HIGHWAY FUNDS TO OTHER 
FEDERAL AGENCIES.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clauses (i) and (ii) and subparagraph (B), funds 
made available under this title or any other Act 
that are derived from Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit account) may be 
transferred to another Federal agency if—
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‘‘(i)(I) an expenditure is specifically author-

ized in Federal-aid highway legislation or as a 
line item in an appropriation act; or 

‘‘(II) a State transportation department con-
sents to the transfer of funds; 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary determines, after consulta-
tion with the State transportation department 
(as appropriate), that the Federal agency 
should carry out a project with the funds; and 

‘‘(iii) the other Federal agency agrees to ac-
cept the transfer of funds and to administer the 
project. 

‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.—
‘‘(i) PROCEDURES.—A project carried out with 

funds transferred to a Federal agency under 
subparagraph (A) shall be administered by the 
Federal agency under the procedures of the 
Federal agency. 

‘‘(ii) APPROPRIATIONS.—Funds transferred to 
a Federal agency under subparagraph (A) shall 
not be considered an augmentation of the ap-
propriations of the Federal agency. 

‘‘(iii) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The provisions of 
this title, or an Act described in subparagraph 
(A), relating to the non-Federal share shall 
apply to a project carried out with the trans-
ferred funds, unless the Secretary determines 
that it is in the best interest of the United States 
that the non-Federal share be waived. 

‘‘(4) TRANSFER OF FUNDS AMONG STATES OR TO 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs 
(B) through (D), the Secretary may, at the re-
quest of a State, transfer funds apportioned or 
allocated to the State to another State, or to the 
Federal Highway Administration, for the pur-
pose of funding 1 or more specific projects. 

‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.—The transferred funds 
shall be used for the same purpose and in the 
same manner for which the transferred funds 
were authorized. 

‘‘(C) APPORTIONMENT.—The transfer shall 
have no effect on any apportionment formula 
used to distribute funds to States under this sec-
tion or section 105 or 144. 

‘‘(D) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM.—
Funds that are apportioned or allocated to a 
State under subsection (b)(3) and attributed to 
an urbanized area of a State with a population 
of over 200,000 individuals under section 
133(d)(2) may be transferred under this para-
graph only if the metropolitan planning organi-
zation designated for the area concurs, in writ-
ing, with the transfer request. 

‘‘(5) TRANSFER OF OBLIGATION AUTHORITY.—
Obligation authority for funds transferred 
under this subsection shall be transferred in the 
same manner and amount as the funds for the 
projects are transferred under this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 1303. TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

FINANCE AND INNOVATION ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 181 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘category’’ 
and ‘‘offered into the capital markets’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (7) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (8) through (15) as para-
graphs (7) through (14) respectively; 

(3) in paragraph (8) (as redesignated by para-
graph (2))—

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (D) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(D) a project that—
‘‘(i)(I) is a project for—
‘‘(aa) a public freight rail facility or a private 

facility providing public benefit; 
‘‘(bb) an intermodal freight transfer facility; 
‘‘(cc) a means of access to a facility described 

in item (aa) or (bb); 
‘‘(dd) a service improvement for a facility de-

scribed in item (aa) or (bb) (including a capital 
investment for an intelligent transportation sys-
tem); or 

‘‘(II) comprises a series of projects described in 
subclause (I) with the common objective of im-
proving the flow of goods; 

‘‘(ii) may involve the combining of private and 
public sector funds, including investment of 
public funds in private sector facility improve-
ments; and 

‘‘(iii) if located within the boundaries of a 
port terminal, includes only such surface trans-
portation infrastructure modifications as are 
necessary to facilitate direct intermodal inter-
change, transfer, and access into and out of the 
port.’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (10) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (2)) by striking ‘‘bond’’ and inserting 
‘‘credit’’. 

(b) DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND 
PROJECT SELECTION.—Section 182 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(1) INCLUSION IN TRANSPORTATION PLANS AND 

PROGRAMS.—The project shall satisfy the appli-
cable planning and programming requirements 
of sections 134 and 135 at such time as an agree-
ment to make available a Federal credit instru-
ment is entered into under this subchapter. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—A State, local government, 
public authority, public-private partnership, or 
any other legal entity undertaking the project 
and authorized by the Secretary shall submit a 
project application to the Secretary.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3)(A)—
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘$100,000,000’’ and 

inserting ‘‘$50,000,000’’; and 
(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘50’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘20’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (4)—
(i) by striking ‘‘Project financing’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘The Federal credit instrument’’; and 
(ii) by inserting before the period at the end 

the following: ‘‘that also secure the project obli-
gations’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘criteria’’ 

the second place it appears and inserting ‘‘re-
quirements’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by inserting ‘‘(which 
may be the Federal credit instrument)’’ after 
‘‘obligations’’. 

(c) SECURED LOANS.—Section 183 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘of any project selected under 

section 182.’’ at the end; 
(ii) in subparagraphs (A) and (B), by inserting 

‘‘of any project selected under section 182’’ after 
‘‘costs’’ ; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the semi-
colon at the end and inserting a period; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)—
(i) by striking ‘‘funding’’ and inserting ‘‘exe-

cution’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘rating,’’ and all that follows 

and inserting a period; 
(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount of the 

secured loan shall not exceed the lesser of—
‘‘(A) 33 percent of the reasonably anticipated 

eligible project costs; or 
‘‘(B) the amount of the senior project obliga-

tions.’’; 
(B) in paragraph (3)(A)(i), by inserting ‘‘that 

also secure the senior project obligations’’ after 
‘‘sources’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘market-
able’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)—
(A) by striking paragraph (3); 
(B) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) as 

paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 
(C) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated by sub-

paragraph (B))—
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘during 

the 10 years’’; and 
(ii) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking 

‘‘loan’’ and all that follows and inserting 
‘‘loan.’’. 

(d) LINES OF CREDIT.—Section 184 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘interest, 

any debt service reserve fund, and any other 
available reserve’’ and inserting ‘‘interest (but 
not including reasonably required financing re-
serves)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘marketable 
United States Treasury securities as of the date 
on which the line of credit is obligated’’ and in-
serting ‘‘United States Treasury securities as of 
the date of execution of the line of credit agree-
ment’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (5)(A)(i), by inserting ‘‘that 
also secure the senior project obligations’’ after 
‘‘sources’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)—
(A) in paragraph (2)—
(i) by striking ‘‘scheduled’’; 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘be scheduled to’’ after 

‘‘shall’’; and 
(iii) by striking ‘‘be fully repaid, with inter-

est,’’ and inserting ‘‘to conclude, with full re-
payment of principal and interest,’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (3). 
(e) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—Section 185 of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘§ 185. Program administration 

‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a uniform system to service the Federal 
credit instruments made available under this 
subchapter. 

‘‘(b) FEES.—The Secretary may establish fees 
at a level to cover all or a portion of the costs 
to the Federal government of servicing the Fed-
eral credit instruments. 

‘‘(c) SERVICER.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may appoint 

a financial entity to assist the Secretary in serv-
icing the Federal credit instruments. 

‘‘(2) DUTIES.—The servicer shall act as the 
agent for the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) FEE.—The servicer shall receive a serv-
icing fee, subject to approval by the Secretary. 

‘‘(d) ASSISTANCE FROM EXPERT FIRMS.—The 
Secretary may retain the services of expert 
firms, including counsel, in the field of munic-
ipal and project finance to assist in the under-
writing and servicing of Federal credit instru-
ments.’’. 

(f) FUNDING.—Section 188 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 188. Funding 

‘‘(a) FUNDING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) to carry 
out this subchapter $130,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2004 through 2009. 

‘‘(2) COLLECTED FEES.—All fees collected 
under this subchapter shall be made available to 
the Secretary, without further appropriation, to 
carry out this subchapter. 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—Of amounts 
made available under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary may use for the administration of this 
subchapter not more than $2,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

‘‘(4) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts made available 
under paragraph (1) shall remain available 
until expended. 

‘‘(b) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, approval by the Secretary of a 
Federal credit instrument that uses funds made 
available under this subchapter shall be deemed 
to be acceptance by the United States of a con-
tractual obligation to fund the Federal credit in-
vestment. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts authorized 
under this section for a fiscal year shall be 
available for obligation on October 1 of the fis-
cal year.’’. 

(g) REPEAL.—Section 189 of title 23, United 
States code, is repealed. 
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(h) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The analysis 

for chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) by striking the item relating to section 185 
and inserting the following:

‘‘185. Program administration.’’;

and

(2) by striking the item relating to section 189.
SEC. 1304. FACILITATION OF INTERNATIONAL 

REGISTRATION PLANS AND INTER-
NATIONAL FUEL TAX AGREEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 317 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘§ 31708. Facilitation of international reg-
istration plans and international fuel tax 
agreements 
‘‘The Secretary may provide assistance to any 

State that is participating in the International 
Registration Plan and International Fuel Tax 
Agreement, as provided in sections 31704 and 
31705, respectively, and that serves as a base ju-
risdiction for motor carriers that are domiciled 
in Mexico, to assist the State with administra-
tive costs resulting from serving as a base juris-
diction for motor carriers from Mexico.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 317 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘31708. Facilitation of international registration 
plans and international fuel tax 
agreements.’’.

SEC. 1305. NATIONAL COMMISSION ON FUTURE 
REVENUE SOURCES TO SUPPORT 
THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND AND FI-
NANCE THE NEEDS OF THE SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
commission to be known as the ‘‘National Com-
mission on Future Revenue Sources to Support 
the Highway Trust Fund and Finance the Needs 
of the Surface Transportation System’’ (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—
(1) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be 

composed of 11 members, of whom—
(A) 3 members shall be appointed by the Presi-

dent; 
(B) 2 members shall be appointed by the 

Speaker of the House of Representatives; 
(C) 2 members shall be appointed by the mi-

nority leader of the House of Representatives; 
(D) 2 members shall be appointed by the ma-

jority leader of the Senate; and 
(E) 2 members shall be appointed by the mi-

nority leader of the Senate. 
(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—Members appointed 

under paragraph (1) shall have experience in or 
represent the interests of—

(A) public finance, including experience in de-
veloping State and local revenue resources; 

(B) surface transportation program adminis-
tration; 

(C) organizations that use surface transpor-
tation facilities; 

(D) academic research into related issues; or 
(E) other activities that provide unique per-

spectives on current and future requirements for 
revenue sources to support the Highway Trust 
Fund. 

(3) DATE OF APPOINTMENTS.—The appoint-
ment of a member of the Commission shall be 
made not later than 120 days after the date of 
establishment of the Commission. 

(4) TERMS.—A member shall be appointed for 
the life of the Commission. 

(5) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Commis-
sion—

(A) shall not affect the powers of the Commis-
sion; and 

(B) shall be filled in the same manner as the 
original appointment was made. 

(6) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which all members of the Com-
mission have been appointed, the Commission 
shall hold the initial meeting of the Commission. 

(7) MEETINGS.—The Commission shall meet at 
the call of the Chairperson. 

(8) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Commission shall constitute a quorum, but a 
lesser number of members may hold hearings. 

(9) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.—The 
Commission shall select a Chairperson and Vice 
Chairperson from among the members of the 
Commission. 

(c) DUTIES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall—
(A) conduct a comprehensive study of alter-

natives to replace or to supplement the fuel tax 
as the principal revenue source to support the 
Highway Trust Fund and suggest new or alter-
native sources of revenue to fund the needs of 
the surface transportation system over at least 
the next 30 years; 

(B) conduct the study in a manner that builds 
on—

(i) findings, conclusions, and recommenda-
tions of the recent study conducted by the 
Transportation Research Board on alternatives 
to the fuel tax to support highway program fi-
nancing; and 

(ii) other relevant prior research; 
(C) consult with the Secretary and the Sec-

retary of the Treasury in conducting the study 
to ensure that the views of the Secretaries con-
cerning essential attributes of Highway Trust 
Fund revenue alternatives are considered; 

(D) consult with representatives of State De-
partments of Transportation and metropolitan 
planning organizations and other key interested 
stakeholders in conducting the study to ensure 
that—

(i) the views of the stakeholders on alternative 
revenue sources to support State transportation 
improvement programs are considered; and 

(ii) any recommended Federal financing strat-
egy takes into account State financial require-
ments; and 

(E) based on the study, make specific rec-
ommendations regarding—

(i) actions that should be taken to develop al-
ternative revenue sources to support the High-
way Trust Fund; and 

(ii) the time frame for taking those actions. 
(2) SPECIFIC MATTERS.—The study shall ad-

dress specifically—
(A) the advantages and disadvantages of al-

ternative revenue sources to meet anticipated 
Federal surface transportation financial re-
quirements; 

(B) recommendations concerning the most 
promising revenue sources to support long-term 
Federal surface transportation financing re-
quirements; 

(C) development of a broad transition strategy 
to move from the current tax base to new fund-
ing mechanisms, including the time frame for 
various components of the transition strategy; 

(D) recommendations for additional research 
that may be needed to implement recommended 
alternatives; and 

(E) the extent to which revenues should re-
flect the relative use of the highway system. 

(3) RELATED WORK.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the study shall build on related 
work that has been done by—

(A) the Secretary of Transportation; 
(B) the Secretary of Energy; 
(C) the Transportation Research Board; and 
(D) other entities and persons. 
(4) FACTORS.—In developing recommendations 

under this subsection, the Commission shall con-
sider—

(A) the ability to generate sufficient revenues 
from all modes to meet anticipated long-term 
surface transportation financing needs; 

(B) the roles of the various levels of govern-
ment and the private sector in meeting future 
surface transportation financing needs; 

(C) administrative costs (including enforce-
ment costs) to implement each option; 

(D) the expected increase in non-taxed fuels 
and the impact of taxing those fuels; 

(E) the likely technological advances that 
could ease implementation of each option; 

(F) the equity and economic efficiency of each 
option; 

(G) the flexibility of different options to allow 
various pricing alternatives to be implemented; 
and 

(H) potential compatibility issues with State 
and local tax mechanisms under each alter-
native. 

(5) REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not later 
than September 30, 2007, the Commission shall 
submit to Congress a final report that con-
tains—

(A) a detailed statement of the findings and 
conclusions of the Commission; and 

(B) the recommendations of the Commission 
for such legislation and administrative actions 
as the Commission considers appropriate. 

(d) POWERS.—
(1) HEARINGS.—The Commission may hold 

such hearings, meet and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive such 
evidence as the Commission considers advisable 
to carry out this section. 

(2) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may secure 

directly from a Federal agency such information 
as the Commission considers necessary to carry 
out this section. 

(B) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—On request 
of the Chairperson of the Commission, the head 
of the agency shall provide the information to 
the Commission. 

(3) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission may 
use the United States mails in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as other agencies 
of the Federal Government. 

(4) DONATIONS.—The Commission may accept, 
use, and dispose of donations of services or 
property. 

(e) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.—
(1) MEMBERS.—A member of the Commission 

shall serve without pay but shall be allowed 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of 
subsistence, at rates authorized for an employee 
of an agency under subchapter I of chapter 57 
of title 5, United States Code, while away from 
the home or regular place of business of the 
member in the performance of the duties of the 
Commission. 

(2) CONTRACTOR.—The Commission may con-
tract with an appropriate organization, agency, 
or entity to conduct the study required under 
this section, under the strategic guidance of the 
Commission. 

(3) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—On the request 
of the Commission, the Administrator of the 
Federal Highway Administration shall provide 
to the Commission, on a reimbursable basis, the 
administrative support and services necessary 
for the Commission to carry out the duties of the 
Commission under this section. 

(4) DETAIL OF DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—On the request of the Com-

mission, the Secretary may detail, on a reim-
bursable basis, any of the personnel of the De-
partment to the Commission to assist the Com-
mission in carrying out the duties of the Com-
mission under this section. 

(B) CIVIL SERVICE STATUS.—The detail of the 
employee shall be without interruption or loss of 
civil service status or privilege. 

(5) COOPERATION.—The staff of the Secretary 
shall cooperate with the Commission in the 
study required under this section, including pro-
viding such nonconfidential data and informa-
tion as are necessary to conduct the study. 

(f) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graphs (2) and (3), funds made available to 
carry out this section shall be available for obli-
gation in the same manner as if the funds were 
apportioned under chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code. 

(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the study and the Commission under this 
section shall be 100 percent. 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds made available to 
carry out this section shall remain available 
until expended. 
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(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

There is authorized to be appropriated from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) to carry out this section 
$3,000,000 for fiscal year 2004. 

(h) TERMINATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall termi-

nate on the date that is 180 days after the date 
on which the Commission submits the report of 
the Commission under subsection (c)(5). 

(2) RECORDS.—Not later than the termination 
date for the Commission, all records and papers 
of the Commission shall be delivered to the Ad-
ministrator of General Services for deposit in the 
National Archives. 
SEC. 1306. STATE INFRASTRUCTURE BANKS. 

Section 1511(b)(1)(A) of the Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century (23 U.S.C. 181 
note; 112 Stat. 251) is amended by striking ‘‘Mis-
souri,’’ and all that follows through ‘‘for the es-
tablishment’’ and inserting ‘‘Missouri, Rhode Is-
land, Texas, and any other State that seeks 
such an agreement for the establishment’’.

Subtitle D—Safety 
SEC. 1401. HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) SAFETY IMPROVEMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 148 of title 23, United 

States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 148. Highway safety improvement program 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-

GRAM.—The term ‘highway safety improvement 
program’ means the program carried out under 
this section. 

‘‘(2) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECT.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘highway safety 
improvement project’ means a project described 
in the State strategic highway safety plan 
that—

‘‘(i) corrects or improves a hazardous road lo-
cation or feature; or 

‘‘(ii) addresses a highway safety problem. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘highway safety 

improvement project’ includes a project for—
‘‘(i) an intersection safety improvement; 
‘‘(ii) pavement and shoulder widening (includ-

ing addition of a passing lane to remedy an un-
safe condition); 

‘‘(iii) installation of rumble strips or another 
warning device, if the rumble strips or other 
warning devices do not adversely affect the 
safety or mobility of bicyclists and pedestrians; 

‘‘(iv) installation of a skid-resistant surface at 
an intersection or other location with a high 
frequency of accidents; 

‘‘(v) an improvement for pedestrian or bicy-
clist safety; 

‘‘(vi)(I) construction of any project for the 
elimination of hazards at a railway-highway 
crossing that is eligible for funding under sec-
tion 130, including the separation or protection 
of grades at railway-highway crossings; 

‘‘(II) construction of a railway-highway cross-
ing safety feature; or 

‘‘(III) the conduct of a model traffic enforce-
ment activity at a railway-highway crossing; 

‘‘(vii) construction of a traffic calming fea-
ture; 

‘‘(viii) elimination of a roadside obstacle; 
‘‘(ix) improvement of highway signage and 

pavement markings; 
‘‘(x) installation of a priority control system 

for emergency vehicles at signalized intersec-
tions; 

‘‘(xi) installation of a traffic control or other 
warning device at a location with high accident 
potential; 

‘‘(xii) safety-conscious planning; 
‘‘(xiii) improvement in the collection and 

analysis of crash data; 
‘‘(xiv) planning, equipment, operational ac-

tivities, or traffic enforcement activities (includ-
ing police assistance) relating to workzone safe-
ty; 

‘‘(xv) installation of guardrails, barriers (in-
cluding barriers between construction work 
zones and traffic lanes for the safety of motor-
ists and workers), and crash attenuators; 

‘‘(xvi) the addition or retrofitting of structures 
or other measures to eliminate or reduce acci-
dents involving vehicles and wildlife; or 

‘‘(xvii) installation and maintenance of signs 
(including fluorescent, yellow-green signs) at 
pedestrian-bicycle crossings and in school zones. 

‘‘(3) SAFETY PROJECT UNDER ANY OTHER SEC-
TION.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘safety project 
under any other section’ means a project carried 
out for the purpose of safety under any other 
section of this title. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘safety project 
under any other section’ includes a project to—

‘‘(i) promote the awareness of the public and 
educate the public concerning highway safety 
matters; or 

‘‘(ii) enforce highway safety laws. 
‘‘(4) STATE HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM.—The term ‘State highway safety im-
provement program’ means projects or strategies 
included in the State strategic highway safety 
plan carried out as part of the State transpor-
tation improvement program under section 
135(f). 

‘‘(5) STATE STRATEGIC HIGHWAY SAFETY 
PLAN.—The term ‘State strategic highway safety 
plan’ means a plan developed by the State 
transportation department that—

‘‘(A) is developed after consultation with— 
‘‘(i) a highway safety representative of the 

Governor of the State; 
‘‘(ii) regional transportation planning organi-

zations, if any; 
‘‘(iii) representatives of major modes of trans-

portation; 
‘‘(iv) local traffic enforcement officials; 
‘‘(v) persons responsible for administering sec-

tion 130 at the State level; 
‘‘(vi) representatives conducting Operation 

Lifesaver; 
‘‘(vii) representatives conducting a motor car-

rier safety program under section 31104 or 31107 
of title 49; 

‘‘(viii) motor vehicle administration agencies; 
and 

‘‘(ix) other major State and local safety stake-
holders; 

‘‘(B) analyzes and makes effective use of 
State, regional, or local crash data; 

‘‘(C) addresses engineering, management, op-
eration, education, enforcement, and emergency 
services elements of highway safety as key fac-
tors in evaluating highway projects; 

‘‘(D) considers safety needs of, and high-fa-
tality segments of, public roads; 

‘‘(E) considers the results of State, regional, or 
local transportation and highway safety plan-
ning processes in existence as of the date of en-
actment of this section; 

‘‘(F) describes a program of projects or strate-
gies to reduce or eliminate safety hazards; 

‘‘(G) is approved by the Governor of the State 
or a responsible State agency; and 

‘‘(H) is consistent with the requirements of 
section 135(f). 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a highway safety improvement program. 
‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the highway 

safety improvement program shall be to achieve 
a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and 
serious injuries on public roads. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBILITY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive funds under this 

section, a State shall have in effect a State 
highway safety improvement program under 
which the State—

‘‘(A) develops and implements a State stra-
tegic highway safety plan that identifies and 
analyzes highway safety problems and opportu-
nities as provided in paragraph (2); 

‘‘(B) produces a program of projects or strate-
gies to reduce identified safety problems; and 

‘‘(C) evaluates the plan on a regular basis to 
ensure the accuracy of the data and priority of 
proposed improvements. 

‘‘(2) IDENTIFICATION AND ANALYSIS OF HIGH-
WAY SAFETY PROBLEMS AND OPPORTUNITIES.—As 
part of the State strategic highway safety plan, 
a State shall—

‘‘(A) have in place a crash data system with 
the ability to perform safety problem identifica-
tion and countermeasure analysis; 

‘‘(B) based on the analysis required by sub-
paragraph (A), identify hazardous locations, 
sections, and elements (including roadside ob-
stacles, railway-highway crossing needs, and 
unmarked or poorly marked roads) that con-
stitute a danger to motorists, bicyclists, pedes-
trians, and other highway users; 

‘‘(C) adopt strategic and performance-based 
goals that—

‘‘(i) address traffic safety, including behav-
ioral and infrastructure problems and opportu-
nities on all public roads; 

‘‘(ii) focus resources on areas of greatest need; 
and 

‘‘(iii) are coordinated with other State high-
way safety programs; 

‘‘(D) advance the capabilities of the State for 
traffic records data collection, analysis, and in-
tegration with other sources of safety data (such 
as road inventories) in a manner that— 

‘‘(i) complements the State highway safety 
program under chapter 4 and the commercial ve-
hicle safety plan under section 31102 of title 49; 

‘‘(ii) includes all public roads; and 
‘‘(iii) identifies hazardous locations, sections, 

and elements on public roads that constitute a 
danger to motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians; 

‘‘(E)(i) determine priorities for the correction 
of hazardous road locations, sections, and ele-
ments (including railway-highway crossing im-
provements), as identified through crash data 
analysis; 

‘‘(ii) identify opportunities for preventing the 
development of such hazardous conditions; and 

‘‘(iii) establish and implement a schedule of 
highway safety improvement projects for hazard 
correction and hazard prevention; and 

‘‘(F)(i) establish an evaluation process to ana-
lyze and assess results achieved by highway 
safety improvement projects carried out in ac-
cordance with procedures and criteria estab-
lished by this section; and 

‘‘(ii) use the information obtained under 
clause (i) in setting priorities for highway safety 
improvement projects. 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may obligate funds 

apportioned to the State under this section to 
carry out—

‘‘(A) any highway safety improvement project 
on any public road or publicly owned bicycle or 
pedestrian pathway or trail; or 

‘‘(B) as provided in subsection (e), for other 
safety projects. 

‘‘(2) USE OF OTHER FUNDING FOR SAFETY.—
‘‘(A) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this sec-

tion prohibits the use of funds made available 
under other provisions of this title for highway 
safety improvement projects. 

‘‘(B) USE OF OTHER FUNDS.—States are en-
couraged to address the full scope of their safety 
needs and opportunities by using funds made 
available under other provisions of this title (ex-
cept a provision that specifically prohibits that 
use). 

‘‘(e) FLEXIBLE FUNDING FOR STATES WITH A 
STRATEGIC HIGHWAY SAFETY PLAN.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To further the implementa-
tion of a State strategic highway safety plan, a 
State may use up to 25 percent of the amount of 
funds made available under this section for a 
fiscal year to carry out safety projects under 
any other section as provided in the State stra-
tegic highway safety plan. 

‘‘(2) OTHER TRANSPORTATION AND HIGHWAY 
SAFETY PLANS.—Nothing in this subsection re-
quires a State to revise any State process, plan, 
or program in effect on the date of enactment of 
this section. 
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‘‘(f) REPORTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State shall submit to the 

Secretary a report that—
‘‘(A) describes progress being made to imple-

ment highway safety improvement projects 
under this section; 

‘‘(B) assesses the effectiveness of those im-
provements; and 

‘‘(C) describes the extent to which the im-
provements funded under this section contribute 
to the goals of— 

‘‘(i) reducing the number of fatalities on road-
ways; 

‘‘(ii) reducing the number of roadway-related 
injuries; 

‘‘(iii) reducing the occurrences of roadway-re-
lated accidents; 

‘‘(iv) mitigating the consequences of roadway-
related accidents; and 

‘‘(v) reducing the occurrences of roadway-
railroad grade crossing accidents. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS; SCHEDULE.—The Secretary 
shall establish the content and schedule for a 
report under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(g) FEDERAL SHARE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY IM-
PROVEMENT PROJECTS.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a highway safety improvement 
project carried out with funds made available 
under this section shall be 90 percent.’’. 

(2) ALLOCATIONS OF APPORTIONED FUNDS.—
Section 133(d) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

(A) by striking paragraph (1); 
(B) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 

(5) as paragraphs (1) through (4), respectively; 
(C) in paragraph (2) (as redesignated by sub-

paragraph (B))—
(i) in the first sentence of subparagraph (A)—
(I) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (C) and (D)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (C)’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘90 

percent’’; 
(ii) by striking subparagraph (C); 
(iii) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 

(E) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respectively; 
and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated by 
clause (iii)), by adding a period at the end; and 

(D) in paragraph (4)(A) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B)), by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘paragraph (1)’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(A) The analysis for chapter 1 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended by striking the 
item relating to section 148 and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘148. Highway safety improvement program.’’.

(B) Sections 154, 164, and 409 of title 23, 
United States Code, are amended by striking 
‘‘152’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘148’’.

(b) APPORTIONMENT OF HIGHWAY SAFETY IM-
PROVEMENT PROGRAM FUNDS.—Section 104(b) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
inserting after ‘‘Improvement program,’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘the highway safety improvement pro-
gram,’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-

GRAM.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For the highway safety im-

provement program, in accordance with the fol-
lowing formula: 

‘‘(i) 25 percent of the apportionments in the 
ratio that—

‘‘(I) the total lane miles of Federal-aid high-
ways in each State; bears to 

‘‘(II) the total lane miles of Federal-aid high-
ways in all States. 

‘‘(ii) 40 percent of the apportionments in the 
ratio that—

‘‘(I) the total vehicle miles traveled on lanes 
on Federal-aid highways in each State; bears to 

‘‘(II) the total vehicle miles traveled on lanes 
on Federal-aid highways in all States. 

‘‘(iii) 35 percent of the apportionments in the 
ratio that—

‘‘(I) the estimated tax payments attributable 
to highway users in each State paid into the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) in the latest fiscal year for 
which data are available; bears to 

‘‘(II) the estimated tax payments attributable 
to highway users in all States paid into the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) in the latest fiscal year for 
which data are available. 

‘‘(B) MINIMUM APPORTIONMENT.—Notwith-
standing subparagraph (A), each State shall re-
ceive a minimum of 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the funds 
apportioned under this paragraph.’’. 

(c) ELIMINATION OF HAZARDS RELATING TO 
HIGHWAY FACILITIES.—

(1) FUNDS FOR PROTECTIVE DEVICES.—Section 
130(e) of title 23, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘PROTECTIVE 
DEVICES’’ and inserting ‘‘RAILWAY-HIGHWAY 
CROSSINGS’’; 

(B) by striking the first sentence and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, at 
least $200,000,000 of the funds authorized and 
expended under section 148 shall be available 
for the elimination of hazards and the installa-
tion of protective devices at railway-highway 
crossings.’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘Sums authorized’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(2) OBLIGATION.—Sums authorized’’. 
(2) BIENNIAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Section 

130(g) of title 23, United States Code, is amended 
in the third sentence—

(A) by inserting ‘‘and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation,’’ after 
‘‘Public Works’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘not later than April 1 of each 
year’’ and inserting ‘‘every other year’’. 

(3) EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS; APPORTION-
MENT.—Section 130 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(k) EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS; APPORTION-
MENT.—Funds made available to carry out this 
section shall be—

‘‘(1) available for expenditure on compilation 
and analysis of data in support of activities car-
ried out under subsection (g); and 

‘‘(2) apportioned in accordance with section 
104(b)(5).’’. 

(d) TRANSITION.—
(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), to qualify for funding under sec-
tion 148 of title 23, United States Code (as 
amended by subsection (a)), a State shall de-
velop and implement a State strategic highway 
safety plan as required by subsection (c) of that 
section not later than October 1 of the second 
fiscal year after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) INTERIM PERIOD.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Before October 1 of the sec-

ond fiscal year after the date of enactment of 
this Act and until the date on which a State de-
velops and implements a State strategic highway 
safety plan, the Secretary shall apportion funds 
to a State for the highway safety improvement 
program and the State may obligate funds ap-
portioned to the State for the highway safety 
improvement program under section 148 for 
projects that were eligible for funding under sec-
tions 130 and 152 of that title, as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of this Act. 

(B) NO STRATEGIC HIGHWAY SAFETY PLAN.—If 
a State has not developed a strategic highway 
safety plan by October 1 of the second fiscal 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, but 
demonstrates to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
that progress is being made toward developing 
and implementing such a plan, the Secretary 
shall continue to apportion funds for 1 addi-
tional fiscal year for the highway safety im-
provement program under section 148 of title 23, 
United States Code, to the State, and the State 
may continue to obligate funds apportioned to 

the State under this section for projects that 
were eligible for funding under sections 130 and 
152 of that title, as in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(C) PENALTY.—If a State has not adopted a 
strategic highway safety plan by the date that 
is 2 years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, funds made available to the State under 
section 1101(6) shall be redistributed to other 
States in accordance with section 104(b) of title 
23, United States Code. 
SEC. 1402. OPERATION LIFESAVER. 

Section 104(d)(1) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(3)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (b)(5)’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$600,000’’. 
SEC. 1403. LICENSE SUSPENSION. 

Section 164(a) of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by striking paragraph (3) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(3) LICENSE SUSPENSION.—The term ‘license 
suspension’ means—

‘‘(A) the suspension of all driving privileges of 
an individual for the duration of the suspension 
period; or 

‘‘(B) a combination of suspension of all driv-
ing privileges of an individual for the first 90 
days of the suspension period, followed by rein-
statement of limited driving privileges requiring 
the individual to operate only motor vehicles 
equipped with an ignition interlock system or 
other device approved by the Secretary during 
the remainder of the suspension period.’’. 
SEC. 1404. BUS AXLE WEIGHT EXEMPTION. 

Section 1023 of the Intermodal Surface Trans-
portation Efficiency Act of 1991 (23 U.S.C. 127 
note; 105 Stat. 1951) is amended by striking sub-
section (h) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(h) OVER-THE-ROAD BUS AND PUBLIC TRAN-
SIT VEHICLE EXEMPTION.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The second sentence of sec-
tion 127 of title 23, United States Code (relating 
to axle weight limitations for vehicles using the 
Dwight D. Eisenhower System of Interstate and 
Defense Highways), shall not apply to—

‘‘(A) any over-the-road bus (as defined in sec-
tion 301 of the Americans With Disabilities Act 
of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12181)); or 

‘‘(B) any vehicle that is regularly and exclu-
sively used as an intrastate public agency tran-
sit passenger bus. 

‘‘(2) STATE ACTION.—No State or political sub-
division of a State, or any political authority of 
2 or more States, shall impose any axle weight 
limitation on any vehicle described in para-
graph (1) in any case in which such a vehicle is 
using the Dwight D. Eisenhower System of 
Interstate and Defense Highways.’’. 
SEC. 1405. SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter I of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 149 the following: 
‘‘§ 150. Safe routes to schools program 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL.—The 

term ‘primary and secondary school’ means a 
school that provides education to children in 
any of grades kindergarten through 12. 

‘‘(2) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the safe routes to schools program established 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(3) VICINITY OF A SCHOOL.—The term ‘vicin-
ity of a school’ means the area within 2 miles of 
a primary or secondary school. 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish and carry out a safe routes to school 
program for the benefit of children in primary 
and secondary schools in accordance with this 
section. 

‘‘(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the program 
shall be—

‘‘(1) to enable and to encourage children to 
walk and bicycle to school; 

‘‘(2) to encourage a healthy and active life-
style by making walking and bicycling to school 
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safer and more appealing transportation alter-
natives; and 

‘‘(3) to facilitate the planning, development, 
and implementation of projects and activities 
that will improve safety in the vicinity of 
schools. 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—A State shall use 
amounts apportioned under this section to pro-
vide financial assistance to State, regional, and 
local agencies that demonstrate an ability to 
meet the requirements of this section. 

‘‘(e) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(1) INFRASTRUCTURE-RELATED PROJECTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts apportioned to a 

State under this section may be used for the 
planning, design, and construction of infra-
structure-related projects to encourage walking 
and bicycling to school, including—

‘‘(i) sidewalk improvements; 
‘‘(ii) traffic calming and speed reduction im-

provements; 
‘‘(iii) pedestrian and bicycle crossing improve-

ments; 
‘‘(iv) on-street bicycle facilities; 
‘‘(v) off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities; 
‘‘(vi) secure bicycle parking facilities; 
‘‘(vii) traffic signal improvements; and 
‘‘(viii) pedestrian-railroad grade crossing im-

provements. 
‘‘(B) LOCATION OF PROJECTS.—Infrastructure-

related projects under subparagraph (A) may be 
carried out on—

‘‘(i) any public road in the vicinity of a 
school; or 

‘‘(ii) any bicycle or pedestrian pathway or 
trail in the vicinity of a school. 

‘‘(2) BEHAVIORAL ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to projects de-

scribed in paragraph (1), amounts apportioned 
to a State under this section may be used for be-
havioral activities to encourage walking and bi-
cycling to school, including—

‘‘(i) public awareness campaigns and outreach 
to press and community leaders; 

‘‘(ii) traffic education and enforcement in the 
vicinity of schools; and 

‘‘(iii) student sessions on bicycle and pedes-
trian safety, health, and environment. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION.—Of the amounts appor-
tioned to a State under this section for a fiscal 
year, not less than 10 percent shall be used for 
behavioral activities under this paragraph. 

‘‘(f) FUNDING.—
‘‘(1) SET ASIDE.—Before apportioning amounts 

to carry out section 148 for a fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall set aside and use $70,000,000 to 
carry out this section. 

‘‘(2) APPORTIONMENT.—Amounts made avail-
able to carry out this section shall be appor-
tioned to States in accordance with section 
104(b)(5). 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION OF AMOUNTS.—Amounts 
apportioned to a State under this section shall 
be administered by the State transportation de-
partment. 

‘‘(4) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project or activity funded under 
this section shall be 90 percent. 

‘‘(5) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Notwith-
standing section 118(b)(2), amounts apportioned 
under this section shall remain available until 
expended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 149 the following:

‘‘150. Safe routes to school program.’’.
SEC. 1406. PURCHASES OF EQUIPMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 152 of title 23, 
United States Code is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘§ 152. Purchases of equipment 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), a 

State or other entity carrying out a project 
under this chapter shall purchase device, tool or 
other equipment needed for the project only 
after completing and providing a written anal-

ysis demonstrating the cost savings associated 
with purchasing the equipment compared with 
renting the equipment from a qualified equip-
ment rental provider before the project com-
mences 

‘‘(b) APPLICABILITY.—This section shall apply 
to—

‘‘(1) earth moving, road machinery, and mate-
rial handling equipment, or any other item, with 
a purchase price in excess of $75,000; and 

‘‘(2) aerial work platforms with a purchase 
price in excess of $25,000.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 152 and inserting the following:
‘‘152. Purchases of equipment.’’.
SEC. 1407. WORKZONE SAFETY. 

Section 358(b) of the National Highway Sys-
tem Designation Act of 1995 (109 Stat. 625) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(7) Recommending all federally-assisted 
projects in excess of $15,000,000 to enter into 
contracts only with work zone safety services 
contractors, traffic control contractors, and 
trench safety and shoring contractors that carry 
general liability insurance in an amount not less 
than $15,000,000. 

‘‘(8) Recommending federally-assisted projects 
the costs of which exceed $15,000,000 to include 
work zone intelligent transportation systems 
that are—

‘‘(A) provided by a qualified vendor; and 
‘‘(B) monitored continuously. 
‘‘(9) Recommending federally-assisted projects 

to fully fund not less than 5 percent of project 
costs for work zone safety and temporary traffic 
control measures, in addition to the cost of the 
project, which measures shall be provided by a 
qualified work zone safety or traffic control pro-
vider.’’. 
SEC. 1408. WORKER INJURY PREVENTION AND 

FREE FLOW OF VEHICULAR TRAFFIC. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-

ment of this Act, the Secretary shall promulgate 
regulations—

(1) to decrease the probability of worker in-
jury; 

(2) to maintain the free flow of vehicular traf-
fic by requiring workers whose duties place the 
workers on, or in close proximity to, a Federal-
aid highway (as defined in section 101 of title 
23, United States Code) to wear high-visibility 
clothing; and 

(3) to require such other worker-safety meas-
ures for workers described in paragraph (2) as 
the Secretary determines appropriate.

Subtitle E—Environmental Planning and 
Review 

CHAPTER 1—TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING 

SEC. 1501. INTEGRATION OF NATURAL RESOURCE 
CONCERNS INTO STATE AND METRO-
POLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLAN-
NING. 

(a) METROPOLITAN PLANNING.—Section 134(f) 
of title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) in subparagraph (D)—
(i) by inserting after ‘‘environment’’ the fol-

lowing: ‘‘(including the protection of habitat, 
water quality, and agricultural and forest land, 
while minimizing invasive species)’’; and 

(ii) by inserting before the semicolon the fol-
lowing: ‘‘(including minimizing adverse health 
effects from mobile source air pollution and pro-
moting the linkage of the transportation and de-
velopment goals of the metropolitan area)’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (G), by inserting ‘‘and 
efficient use’’ after ‘‘preservation’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) SELECTION OF FACTORS.—After soliciting 
and considering any relevant public comments, 
the metropolitan planning organization shall 

determine which of the factors described in 
paragraph (1) are most appropriate for the met-
ropolitan area to consider.’’. 

(b) STATEWIDE PLANNING.—Section 135(c) of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—
(A) in subparagraph (D)—
(i) by inserting after ‘‘environment’’ the fol-

lowing: ‘‘(including the protection of habitat, 
water quality, and agricultural and forest land, 
while minimizing invasive species)’’; and 

(ii) by inserting before the semicolon the fol-
lowing: ‘‘(including minimizing adverse health 
effects from mobile source air pollution and pro-
moting the linkage of the transportation and de-
velopment goals of the State)’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (G), by inserting ‘‘and 
efficient use’’ after ‘‘preservation’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) SELECTION OF PROJECTS AND STRATE-
GIES.—After soliciting and considering any rel-
evant public comments, the State shall deter-
mine which of the projects and strategies de-
scribed in paragraph (1) are most appropriate 
for the State to consider.’’. 
SEC. 1502. CONSULTATION BETWEEN TRANSPOR-

TATION AGENCIES AND RESOURCE 
AGENCIES IN TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 134(g) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)—
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 

through (D) as subparagraphs (C) through (E), 
respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘‘(B) MITIGATION ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A long-range transpor-

tation plan shall include a discussion of—
‘‘(I) types of potential habitat, hydrological, 

and environmental mitigation activities that 
may assist in compensating for loss of habitat, 
wetland, and other environmental functions; 
and 

‘‘(II) potential areas to carry out these activi-
ties, including a discussion of areas that may 
have the greatest potential to restore and main-
tain the habitat types and hydrological or envi-
ronmental functions affected by the plan. 

‘‘(ii) CONSULTATION.—The discussion shall be 
developed in consultation with Federal, State, 
and tribal wildlife, land management, and regu-
latory agencies.’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), and 
(6) as paragraphs (5), (6), and (7), respectively; 
and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) CONSULTATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In each metropolitan area, 

the metropolitan planning organization shall 
consult, as appropriate, with State and local 
agencies responsible for land use management, 
natural resources, environmental protection, 
conservation, and historic preservation con-
cerning the development of a long-range trans-
portation plan. 

‘‘(B) ISSUES.—The consultation shall in-
volve—

‘‘(i) comparison of transportation plans with 
State conservation plans or with maps, if avail-
able; 

‘‘(ii) comparison of transportation plans to in-
ventories of natural or historic resources, if 
available; or 

‘‘(iii) consideration of areas where wildlife 
crossing structures may be needed to ensure 
connectivity between wildlife habitat linkage 
areas.’’. 

(b) IMPROVED CONSULTATION DURING STATE 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 135(e)(2) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
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‘‘(D) CONSULTATION, COMPARISON, AND CON-

SIDERATION.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The long-range transpor-

tation plan shall be developed, as appropriate, 
in consultation with State and local agencies re-
sponsible for—

‘‘(I) land use management; 
‘‘(II) natural resources; 
‘‘(III) environmental protection; 
‘‘(IV) conservation; and 
‘‘(V) historic preservation. 
‘‘(ii) COMPARISON AND CONSIDERATION.—Con-

sultation under clause (i) shall involve—
‘‘(I) comparison of transportation plans to 

State conservation plans or maps, if available; 
‘‘(II) comparison of transportation plans to 

inventories of natural or historic resources, if 
available; or 

‘‘(III) consideration of areas where wildlife 
crossing structures may be needed to ensure 
connectivity between wildlife habitat linkage 
areas.’’. 

(2) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—Section 
135(e) of title 23, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) as 
paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) MITIGATION ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A long-range transpor-

tation plan shall include a discussion of—
‘‘(i) types of potential habitat, hydrological, 

and environmental mitigation activities that 
may assist in compensating for loss of habitat, 
wetlands, and other environmental functions; 
and 

‘‘(ii) potential areas to carry out these activi-
ties, including a discussion of areas that may 
have the greatest potential to restore and main-
tain the habitat types and hydrological or envi-
ronmental functions affected by the plan. 

‘‘(B) CONSULTATION.—The discussion shall be 
developed in consultation with Federal, State, 
and tribal wildlife, land management, and regu-
latory agencies. 

‘‘(5) TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES.—A long-
range transportation plan shall identify trans-
portation strategies necessary to efficiently 
serve the mobility needs of people.’’. 
SEC. 1503. INTEGRATION OF NATURAL RESOURCE 

CONCERNS INTO TRANSPORTATION 
PROJECT PLANNING. 

Section 109(c)(2) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘consider the results’’ and in-
serting ‘‘consider—

‘‘(A) the results’’; 
(2) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) the publication entitled ‘Flexibility in 

Highway Design’ of the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration; 

‘‘(C) ‘Eight Characteristics of Process to Yield 
Excellence and the Seven Qualities of Excellence 
in Transportation Design’ developed by the con-
ference held during 1998 entitled ‘Thinking Be-
yond the Pavement National Workshop on Inte-
grating Highway Development with Commu-
nities and the Environment while Maintaining 
Safety and Performance’; and 

‘‘(D) any other material that the Secretary de-
termines to be appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 1504. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT IN TRANSPOR-

TATION PLANNING AND PROJECTS. 
(a) METROPOLITAN PLANNING.—
(1) PARTICIPATION BY INTERESTED PARTIES.—

Section 134(g)(5) of title 23, United States Code 
(as redesignated by section 1502(a)(1)), is 
amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Before approving’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Before approving’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) METHODS.—In carrying out subpara-

graph (A), the metropolitan planning organiza-
tion shall, to the maximum extent practicable—

‘‘(i) hold any public meetings at convenient 
and accessible locations and times; 

‘‘(ii) employ visualization techniques to de-
scribe plans; and 

‘‘(iii) make public information available in 
electronically accessible format and means, such 
as the World Wide Web.’’. 

(2) PUBLICATION OF LONG-RANGE TRANSPOR-
TATION PLANS.—Section 134(g)(6)(i) of title 23, 
United States Code (as redesignated by section 
1502(a)(1)), is amended by inserting before the 
semicolon the following: ‘‘, including (to the 
maximum extent practicable) in electronically 
accessible formats and means such as the World 
Wide Web’’. 

(b) STATEWIDE PLANNING.—
(1) PARTICIPATION BY INTERESTED PARTIES.—

Section 135(e)(3) of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subparagraph (B) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) METHODS.—In carrying out subpara-
graph (A), the State shall, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable—

‘‘(i) hold any public meetings at convenient 
and accessible locations and times; 

‘‘(ii) employ visualization techniques to de-
scribe plans; and 

‘‘(iii) make public information available in 
electronically accessible format and means, such 
as the World Wide Web.’’. 

(2) PUBLICATION OF LONG-RANGE TRANSPOR-
TATION PLANS.—Section 135(e) of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1502(b)(2)), 
is amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(8) PUBLICATION OF LONG-RANGE TRANSPOR-
TATION PLANS.—Each long-range transportation 
plan prepared by a State shall be published or 
otherwise made available, including (to the 
maximum extent practicable) in electronically 
accessible formats and means, such as the World 
Wide Web.’’. 
SEC. 1505. PROJECT MITIGATION. 

(a) MITIGATION FOR NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYS-
TEM PROJECTS.—Section 103(b)(6)(M) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(i)’’ after ‘‘(M); and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) State habitat, streams, and wetlands 

mitigation efforts under section 155.’’. 
(b) MITIGATION FOR SURFACE TRANSPOR-

TATION PROGRAM PROJECTS.—Section 133(b)(11) 
of title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(11)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) State habitat, streams, and wetlands 

mitigation efforts under section 155.’’. 
(c) STATE HABITAT, STREAMS, AND WETLANDS 

MITIGATION FUNDS.—Section 155 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘§ 155. State habitat, streams, and wetlands 
mitigation funds 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—A State should estab-

lish a habitat, streams, and wetlands mitigation 
fund (referred to in this section as a ‘State 
fund’). 

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of a State fund is 
to encourage efforts for habitat, streams, and 
wetlands mitigation in advance of or in con-
junction with highway projects to—

‘‘(1) ensure that the best habitat, streams, and 
wetland mitigation sites now available are used; 
and 

‘‘(2) accelerate transportation project delivery 
by making high-quality habitat, streams, and 
wetland mitigation credits available when need-
ed. 

‘‘(c) FUNDS.—A State may deposit into a State 
fund part of the funds apportioned to the State 
under—

‘‘(1) section 104(b)(1) for the National High-
way System; and 

‘‘(2) section 104(b)(3) for the surface transpor-
tation program. 

‘‘(d) USE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts deposited in a 

State fund shall be used (in a manner consistent 

with this section) for habitat, streams, or wet-
lands mitigation related to 1 or more projects 
funded under this title, including a project 
under the transportation improvement program 
of the State developed under section 135(f). 

‘‘(2) ENDANGERED SPECIES.—In carrying out 
this section, a State and cooperating agency 
shall give consideration to mitigation projects, 
on-site or off-site, that restore and preserve the 
best available sites to conserve biodiversity and 
habitat for—

‘‘(A) Federal or State listed threatened or en-
dangered species of plants and animals; and 

‘‘(B) plant or animal species warranting list-
ing as threatened or endangered, as determined 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance 
with section 4(b)(3)(B) of the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533(b)(3)(B)). 

‘‘(e) CONSISTENCY WITH APPLICABLE REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Contributions from the State fund to 
mitigation efforts may occur in advance of 
project construction only if the efforts are con-
sistent with all applicable requirements of Fed-
eral law (including regulations).’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 155 and inserting the following:
‘‘155. State habitat, streams, and wetlands miti-

gation funds.’’.
CHAPTER 2—TRANSPORTATION PROJECT 

DEVELOPMENT PROCESS 
SEC. 1511. TRANSPORTATION PROJECT DEVELOP-

MENT PROCESS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 23, United 

States Code (as amended by section 1203(a)), is 
amended by inserting after section 325 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 326. Transportation project development 

process 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘agency’ means any 

agency, department, or other unit of Federal, 
State, local, or tribal government. 

‘‘(2) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.—
The term ‘environmental impact statement’ 
means a detailed statement of the environmental 
impacts of a project required to be prepared 
under the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

‘‘(3) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘environmental 

review process’ means the process for preparing, 
for a project—

‘‘(i) an environmental impact statement; or 
‘‘(ii) any other document or analysis required 

to be prepared under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘environmental 
review process’ includes the process for and 
completion of any environmental permit, ap-
proval, review, or study required for a project 
under any Federal law other than the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.). 

‘‘(4) PROJECT.—The term ‘project’ means any 
highway or transit project that requires the ap-
proval of the Secretary. 

‘‘(5) PROJECT SPONSOR.—The term ‘project 
sponsor’ means an agency or other entity (in-
cluding any private or public-private entity), 
that seeks approval of the Secretary for a 
project. 

‘‘(6) STATE TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.—
The term ‘State transportation department’ 
means any statewide agency of a State with re-
sponsibility for transportation. 

‘‘(b) PROCESS.—
‘‘(1) LEAD AGENCY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Department of Trans-

portation shall be the lead Federal agency in 
the environmental review process for a project. 

‘‘(B) JOINT LEAD AGENCIES.—Nothing in this 
section precludes another agency from being a 
joint lead agency in accordance with regula-
tions under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 
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‘‘(C) CONCURRENCE OF PROJECT SPONSOR.—

The lead agency may carry out the environ-
mental review process in accordance with this 
section only with the concurrence of the project 
sponsor. 

‘‘(2) REQUEST FOR PROCESS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A project sponsor may re-

quest that the lead agency carry out the envi-
ronmental review process for a project or group 
of projects in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(B) GRANT OF REQUEST; PUBLIC NOTICE.—The 
lead agency shall—

‘‘(i) grant a request under subparagraph (A); 
and 

‘‘(ii) provide public notice of the request. 
‘‘(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The environmental re-

view process described in this section may be ap-
plied to a project only after the date on which 
public notice is provided under subparagraph 
(B)(ii). 

‘‘(c) ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITY OF LEAD 
AGENCY.—With respect to the environmental re-
view process for any project, the lead agency 
shall have authority and responsibility to—

‘‘(A) identify and invite cooperating agencies 
in accordance with subsection (d); 

‘‘(B) develop an agency coordination plan 
with review, schedule, and timelines in accord-
ance with subsection (e); 

‘‘(C) determine the purpose and need for the 
project in accordance with subsection (f); 

‘‘(D) determine the range of alternatives to be 
considered in accordance with subsection (g); 

‘‘(E) convene dispute-avoidance and decision 
resolution meetings and related efforts in ac-
cordance with subsection (h); 

‘‘(F) take such other actions as are necessary 
and proper, within the authority of the lead 
agency, to facilitate the expeditious resolution 
of the environmental review process for the 
project; and 

‘‘(G) prepare or ensure that any required en-
vironmental impact statement or other document 
required to be completed under the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq.) is completed in accordance with this sec-
tion and applicable Federal law. 

‘‘(d) ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF COOPER-
ATING AGENCIES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a project, 
each Federal agency shall carry out any obliga-
tions of the Federal agency in the environ-
mental review process in accordance with this 
section and applicable Federal law. 

‘‘(2) INVITATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency shall—
‘‘(i) identify, as early as practicable in the en-

vironmental review process for a project, any 
other agencies that may have an interest in the 
project, including—

‘‘(I) agencies with jurisdiction over environ-
mentally-related matters that may affect the 
project or may be required by law to conduct an 
environmental-related independent review or 
analysis of the project or determine whether to 
issue an environmental-related permit, license, 
or approval for the project; and 

‘‘(II) agencies with special expertise relevant 
to the project; 

‘‘(ii) invite the agencies identified in clause (i) 
to become participating agencies in the environ-
mental review process for that project; and 

‘‘(iii) grant requests to become cooperating 
agencies from agencies not originally invited. 

‘‘(B) RESPONSES.—The deadline for receipt of 
a response from an agency that receives an invi-
tation under subparagraph (A)(ii)—

‘‘(i) shall be 30 days after the date of receipt 
by the agency of the invitation; but 

‘‘(ii) may be extended by the lead agency for 
good cause. 

‘‘(3) DECLINING OF INVITATIONS.—A Federal 
agency that is invited by the lead agency to par-
ticipate in the environmental review process for 
a project shall be designated as a cooperating 
agency by the lead agency, unless the invited 
agency informs the lead agency in writing, by 
the deadline specified in the invitation, that the 
invited agency—

‘‘(A) has no jurisdiction or authority with re-
spect to the project; 

‘‘(B) has no expertise or information relevant 
to the project; and 

‘‘(C) does not intend to submit comments on 
the project. 

‘‘(4) EFFECT OF DESIGNATION.—Designation as 
a cooperating agency under this subsection 
shall not imply that the cooperating agency—

‘‘(A) supports a proposed project; or 
‘‘(B) has any jurisdiction over, or special ex-

pertise with respect to evaluation of, the project. 
‘‘(5) DESIGNATIONS FOR CATEGORIES OF 

PROJECTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may invite 

other agencies to become cooperating agencies 
for a category of projects. 

‘‘(B) DESIGNATION.—An agency may be des-
ignated as a cooperating agency for a category 
of projects only with the consent of the agency. 

‘‘(6) CONCURRENT REVIEWS.—Each Federal 
agency shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable—

‘‘(A) carry out obligations of the Federal 
agency under other applicable law concur-
rently, and in conjunction, with the review re-
quired under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), unless doing 
so would impair the ability of the Federal agen-
cy to carry out those obligations; and 

‘‘(B) formulate and implement administrative, 
policy, and procedural mechanisms to enable the 
agency to ensure completion of the environ-
mental review process in a timely, coordinated, 
and environmentally responsible manner. 

‘‘(e) DEVELOPMENT OF FLEXIBLE PROCESS AND 
TIMELINE.—

‘‘(1) COORDINATION PLAN.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency shall es-

tablish a coordination plan, which may be in-
corporated into a memorandum of under-
standing, to coordinate agency and public par-
ticipation in and comment on the environmental 
review process for a project or category of 
projects. 

‘‘(B) WORKPLAN.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency shall de-

velop, as part of the coordination plan, a 
workplan for completing the collection, anal-
ysis, and evaluation of baseline data and future 
impacts modeling necessary to complete the en-
vironmental review process, including any data, 
analyses, and modeling necessary for related 
permits, approvals, reviews, or studies required 
for the project under other laws. 

‘‘(ii) CONSULTATION.—In developing the 
workplan under clause (i), the lead agency shall 
consult with—

‘‘(I) each cooperating agency for the project; 
‘‘(II) the State in which the project is located; 

and 
‘‘(III) if the State is not the project sponsor, 

the project sponsor. 
‘‘(C) SCHEDULE.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency shall es-

tablish as part of the coordination plan, after 
consultation with each cooperating agency for 
the project and with the State in which the 
project is located (and, if the State is not the 
project sponsor, with the project sponsor), a 
schedule for completion of the environmental re-
view process for the project. 

‘‘(ii) FACTORS FOR CONSIDERATION.—In estab-
lishing the schedule, the lead agency shall con-
sider factors such as—

‘‘(I) the responsibilities of cooperating agen-
cies under applicable laws; 

‘‘(II) resources available to the cooperating 
agencies; 

‘‘(III) overall size and complexity of a project; 
‘‘(IV) the overall schedule for and cost of a 

project; and 
‘‘(V) the sensitivity of the natural and historic 

resources that could be affected by the project. 
‘‘(D) CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER TIME PERI-

ODS.—A schedule under subparagraph (C) shall 
be consistent with any other relevant time peri-
ods established under Federal law. 

‘‘(E) MODIFICATION.—The lead agency may—
‘‘(i) lengthen a schedule established under 

subparagraph (C) for good cause; and 
‘‘(ii) shorten a schedule only with the concur-

rence of the affected cooperating agencies. 
‘‘(F) DISSEMINATION.—A copy of a schedule 

under subparagraph (C), and of any modifica-
tions to the schedule, shall be—

‘‘(i) provided to all cooperating agencies and 
to the State transportation department of the 
State in which the project is located (and, if the 
State is not the project sponsor, to the project 
sponsor); and 

‘‘(ii) made available to the public. 
‘‘(2) COMMENTS AND TIMELINES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A schedule established 

under paragraph (1)(C) shall include—
‘‘(i) opportunities for comment, deadline for 

receipt of any comments submitted, deadline for 
lead agency response to comments; and 

‘‘(ii) except as otherwise provided under para-
graph (1)—

‘‘(I) an opportunity to comment by agencies 
and the public on a draft or final environmental 
impact statement for a period of not more than 
60 days longer than the minimum period re-
quired under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and 

‘‘(II) for all other comment periods established 
by the lead agency for agency or public com-
ments in the environmental review process, a pe-
riod of not more than the longer of—

‘‘(aa) 30 days after the final day of the min-
imum period required under Federal law (in-
cluding regulations), if available; or 

‘‘(bb) if a minimum period is not required 
under Federal law (including regulations), 30 
days. 

‘‘(B) EXTENSION OF COMMENT PERIODS.—The 
lead agency may extend a period of comment es-
tablished under this paragraph for good cause. 

‘‘(C) LATE COMMENTS.—A comment concerning 
a project submitted under this paragraph after 
the date of termination of the applicable com-
ment period or extension of a comment period 
shall not be eligible for consideration by the 
lead agency unless the lead agency or project 
sponsor determines there was good cause for the 
delay or the lead agency is required to consider 
significant new circumstances or information in 
accordance with sections 1501.7 and 1502.9 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations. 

‘‘(D) DEADLINES FOR DECISIONS UNDER OTHER 
LAWS.—In any case in which a decision under 
any Federal law relating to a project (including 
the issuance or denial of a permit or license) is 
required to be made by the later of the date that 
is 180 days after the date on which the Secretary 
made all final decisions of the lead agency with 
respect to the project, or 180 days after the date 
on which an application was submitted for the 
permit or license, the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House 
of Representatives—

‘‘(i) as soon as practicable after the 180-day 
period, an initial notice of the failure of the 
Federal agency to make the decision; and 

‘‘(ii) every 60 day thereafter until such date as 
all decisions of the Federal agency relating to 
the project have been made by the Federal agen-
cy, an additional notice that describes the num-
ber of decisions of the Federal agency that re-
main outstanding as of the date of the addi-
tional notice. 

‘‘(3) INVOLVEMENT OF THE PUBLIC.—Nothing 
in this subsection shall reduce any time period 
provided for public comment in the environ-
mental review process under existing Federal 
law (including a regulation). 

‘‘(f) DEVELOPMENT OF PROJECT PURPOSE AND 
NEED STATEMENT.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the envi-
ronmental review process for a project, the pur-
pose and need for the project shall be defined in 
accordance with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORITY.—The lead agency shall de-
fine the purpose and need for a project, includ-
ing the transportation objectives and any other 
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objectives intended to be achieved by the 
project. 

‘‘(3) INVOLVEMENT OF COOPERATING AGENCIES 
AND THE PUBLIC.—Before determining the pur-
pose and need for a project, the lead agency 
shall solicit for 30 days, and consider, any rel-
evant comments on the draft statement of pur-
pose and need for a proposed project received 
from the public and cooperating agencies. 

‘‘(4) EFFECT ON OTHER REVIEWS.—For the pur-
pose of compliance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 
and any other law requiring an agency that is 
not the lead agency to determine or consider a 
project purpose or project need, such an agency 
acting, permitting, or approving under, or other-
wise applying, Federal law with respect to a 
project shall adopt the determination of purpose 
and need for the project made by the lead agen-
cy. 

‘‘(5) SAVINGS.—Nothing in this subsection pre-
empts or interferes with any power, jurisdiction, 
responsibility, or authority of an agency under 
applicable law (including regulations) with re-
spect to a project. 

‘‘(6) CONTENTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The statement of purpose 

and need shall include a clear statement of the 
objectives that the proposed project is intended 
to achieve. 

‘‘(B) EFFECT ON EXISTING STANDARDS.—Noth-
ing in this subsection shall alter existing stand-
ards for defining the purpose and need of a 
project. 

‘‘(7) FACTORS TO CONSIDER.—The lead agency 
may determine that any of the following factors 
and documents are appropriate for consider-
ation in determining the purpose of and need 
for a project: 

‘‘(A) Transportation plans and related plan-
ning documents developed through the state-
wide and metropolitan transportation planning 
process under sections 134 and 135. 

‘‘(B) Land use plans adopted by units of 
State, local, or tribal government (or, in the case 
of Federal land, by the applicable Federal land 
management agencies). 

‘‘(C) Economic development plans adopted 
by—

‘‘(i) units of State, local, or tribal government; 
or 

‘‘(ii) established economic development plan-
ning organizations or authorities. 

‘‘(D) Environmental protection plans, includ-
ing plans for the protection or treatment of—

‘‘(i) air quality; 
‘‘(ii) water quality and runoff; 
‘‘(iii) habitat needs of plants and animals; 
‘‘(iv) threatened and endangered species; 
‘‘(v) invasive species; 
‘‘(vi) historic properties; and 
‘‘(vii) other environmental resources. 
‘‘(E) Any publicly available plans or policies 

relating to the national defense, national secu-
rity, or foreign policy of the United States. 

‘‘(g) DEVELOPMENT OF PROJECT ALTER-
NATIVES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the envi-
ronmental review process for a project, the alter-
natives shall be determined in accordance with 
this subsection. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORITY.—The lead agency shall de-
termine the alternatives to be considered for a 
project. 

‘‘(3) INVOLVEMENT OF COOPERATING AGENCIES 
AND THE PUBLIC.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Before determining the al-
ternatives for a project, the lead agency shall 
solicit for 30 days and consider any relevant 
comments on the proposed alternatives received 
from the public and cooperating agencies. 

‘‘(B) ALTERNATIVES.—The lead agency shall 
consider—

‘‘(i) alternatives that meet the purpose and 
need of the project; and 

‘‘(ii) the alternative of no action. 
‘‘(C) EFFECT ON EXISTING STANDARDS.—Noth-

ing in this subsection shall alter the existing 

standards for determining the range of alter-
natives. 

‘‘(4) EFFECT ON OTHER REVIEWS.—Any other 
agency acting under or applying Federal law 
with respect to a project shall consider only the 
alternatives determined by the lead agency. 

‘‘(5) SAVINGS.—Nothing in this subsection pre-
empts or interferes with any power, jurisdiction, 
responsibility, or authority of an agency under 
applicable law (including regulations) with re-
spect to a project. 

‘‘(6) FACTORS TO CONSIDER.—The lead agency 
may determine that any of the following factors 
and documents are appropriate for consider-
ation in determining the alternatives for a 
project: 

‘‘(A) The overall size and complexity of the 
proposed action. 

‘‘(B) The sensitivity of the potentially affected 
resources. 

‘‘(C) The overall schedule and cost of the 
project. 

‘‘(D) Transportation plans and related plan-
ning documents developed through the state-
wide and metropolitan transportation planning 
process under sections 134 and 135 of title 23 of 
the United States Code. 

‘‘(E) Land use plans adopted by units of 
State, local, or tribal government (or, in the case 
of Federal land, by the applicable Federal land 
management agencies). 

‘‘(F) Economic development plans adopted 
by—

‘‘(i) units of State, local, or tribal government; 
or 

‘‘(ii) established economic development plan-
ning organizations or authorities. 

‘‘(G) environmental protection plans, includ-
ing plans for the protection or treatment of—

‘‘(i) air quality; 
‘‘(ii) water quality and runoff; 
‘‘(iii) habitat needs of plants and animals; 
‘‘(iv) threatened and endangered species; 
‘‘(v) invasive species; 
‘‘(vi) historic properties; and 
‘‘(vii) other environmental resources. 
‘‘(H) Any publicly available plans or policies 

relating to the national defense, national secu-
rity, or foreign policy of the United States. 

‘‘(h) PROMPT ISSUE IDENTIFICATION AND RESO-
LUTION PROCESS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency, the 
project sponsor, and the cooperating agencies 
shall work cooperatively, in accordance with 
this section, to identify and resolve issues that 
could—

‘‘(A) delay completion of the environmental 
review process; or 

‘‘(B) result in denial of any approvals re-
quired for the project under applicable laws. 

‘‘(2) LEAD AGENCY RESPONSIBILITIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency, with the 

assistance of the project sponsor, shall make in-
formation available to the cooperating agencies, 
as early as practicable in the environmental re-
view process, regarding—

‘‘(i) the environmental and socioeconomic re-
sources located within the project area; and 

‘‘(ii) the general locations of the alternatives 
under consideration. 

‘‘(B) BASIS FOR INFORMATION.—Information 
about resources in the project area may be based 
on existing data sources, including geographic 
information systems mapping. 

‘‘(3) COOPERATING AGENCY RESPONSIBILITIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Based on information re-

ceived from the lead agency, cooperating agen-
cies shall promptly identify to the lead agency 
any major issues of concern regarding the po-
tential environmental or socioeconomic impacts 
of a project. 

‘‘(B) MAJOR ISSUES OF CONCERN.—A major 
issue of concern referred to in subparagraph (A) 
may include any issue that could substantially 
delay or prevent an agency from granting a per-
mit or other approval that is needed for a 
project, as determined by a cooperating agency. 

‘‘(4) ISSUE RESOLUTION.—On identification of 
a major issue of concern under paragraph (3), or 

at any time upon the request of a project spon-
sor or the Governor of a State, the lead agency 
shall promptly convene a meeting with rep-
resentatives of each of the relevant cooperating 
agencies, the project sponsor, and the Governor 
to address and resolve the issue. 

‘‘(5) NOTIFICATION.—If a resolution of a major 
issue of concern under paragraph (4) cannot be 
achieved by the date that is 30 days after the 
date on which a meeting under that paragraph 
is convened, the lead agency shall provide noti-
fication of the failure to resolve the major issue 
of concern to—

‘‘(A) the heads of all cooperating agencies; 
‘‘(B) the project sponsor; 
‘‘(C) the Governor involved; 
‘‘(D) the Committee on Environment and Pub-

lic Works of the Senate; and 
‘‘(E) the Committee on Transportation and In-

frastructure of the House of Representatives. 
‘‘(i) PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT.—
‘‘(1) PROGRESS REPORTS.—The Secretary shall 

establish a program to measure and report on 
progress toward improving and expediting the 
planning and environmental review process. 

‘‘(2) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—The program 
shall include, at a minimum—

‘‘(A) the establishment of criteria for meas-
uring consideration of—

‘‘(i) State and metropolitan planning, project 
planning, and design criteria; and 

‘‘(ii) environmental processing times and 
costs; 

‘‘(B) the collection of data to assess perform-
ance based on the established criteria; and 

‘‘(C) the annual reporting of the results of the 
performance measurement studies. 

‘‘(3) INVOLVEMENT OF THE PUBLIC AND CO-
OPERATING AGENCIES.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall bienni-
ally conduct a survey of agencies participating 
in the environmental review process under this 
section to assess the expectations and experi-
ences of each surveyed agency with regard to 
the planning and environmental review process 
for projects reviewed under this section. 

‘‘(B) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In conducting 
the survey, the Secretary shall solicit comments 
from the public. 

‘‘(j) ASSISTANCE TO AFFECTED FEDERAL AND 
STATE AGENCIES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may approve 
a request by a State or recipient to provide 
funds, for a highway project made available 
under this title, or for a mass transit project 
made available under chapter 53 of title 49 to 
the State or recipient for the project, subject to 
the coordinated environmental review process 
established under this section, to affected Fed-
eral and State agencies to provide the resources 
necessary to meet any time limits established 
under this section. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNTS.—Such requests under para-
graph (1) shall be approved only—

‘‘(A) for such additional amounts as the Sec-
retary determines are necessary for the affected 
Federal and State agencies to meet the time lim-
its for environmental review; and 

‘‘(B) if those time limits are less than the cus-
tomary time necessary for that review.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) The analysis for chapter 3 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 325 (as added 
by section 1203(f)) the following:

‘‘326. Transportation project development 
process.’’.

(2) Section 1309 of the Transportation Equity 
Act for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 232) is 
amended—

(A) by striking subsections (a), (b), (c), (d), 
and (e); 

(B) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) as 
subsections (b) and (a), respectively, and moving 
the subsections so as to appear in alphabetical 
order; and 

(C) in subsection (a) (as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (B)), in the subsection heading, by 
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striking ‘‘FEDERAL AGENCY DEFINED.—’’ and in-
serting ‘‘DEFINITION OF FEDERAL
AGENCY.—’’. 
SEC. 1512. ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 23, United 

States Code (as amended by section 1511(a)), is 
amended by inserting after section 326 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 327. Assumption of responsibility for cat-

egorical exclusions 
‘‘(a) CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINA-

TIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may assign, 

and a State may assume, responsibility for de-
termining whether certain designated activities 
are included within classes of action identified 
in regulation by the Secretary that are categori-
cally excluded from requirements for environ-
mental assessments or environmental impact 
statements pursuant to regulations promulgated 
by the Council on Environmental Quality under 
part 1500 of title 40, Code of Federal Regulations 
(as in effect on October 1, 2003). 

‘‘(2) SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.—A determination 
described in paragraph (1) shall be made by a 
State in accordance with criteria established by 
the Secretary and only for types of activities 
specifically designated by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) CRITERIA.—The criteria under paragraph 
(2) shall include provisions for public avail-
ability of information consistent with section 552 
of title 5 and the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

‘‘(b) OTHER APPLICABLE FEDERAL LAWS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a State assumes responsi-

bility under subsection (a), the Secretary may 
also assign and the State may assume all or part 
of the responsibilities of the Secretary for envi-
ronmental review, consultation, or other related 
actions required under any Federal law applica-
ble to activities that are classified by the Sec-
retary as categorical exclusions, with the excep-
tion of government-to-government consultation 
with Indian tribes, subject to the same proce-
dural and substantive requirements as would be 
required if that responsibility were carried out 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) SOLE RESPONSIBILITY.—A State that as-
sumes responsibility under paragraph (1) with 
respect to a Federal law shall be solely respon-
sible and solely liable for complying with and 
carrying out that law, and the Secretary shall 
have no such responsibility or liability. 

‘‘(c) MEMORANDA OF UNDERSTANDING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary and the 

State, after providing public notice and oppor-
tunity for comment, shall enter into a memo-
randum of understanding setting forth the re-
sponsibilities to be assigned under this section 
and the terms and conditions under which the 
assignments are made, including establishment 
of the circumstances under which the Secretary 
would reassume responsibility for categorical ex-
clusion determinations. 

‘‘(2) TERM.—A memorandum of under-
standing—

‘‘(A) shall have term of not more than 3 years; 
and 

‘‘(B) shall be renewable. 
‘‘(3) ACCEPTANCE OF JURISDICTION.—In a 

memorandum of understanding, the State shall 
consent to accept the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts for the compliance, discharge, and en-
forcement of any responsibility of the Secretary 
that the State assumes. 

‘‘(4) MONITORING.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(A) monitor compliance by the State with the 

memorandum of understanding and the provi-
sion by the State of financial resources to carry 
out the memorandum of understanding; and 

‘‘(B) take into account the performance by the 
State when considering renewal of the memo-
randum of understanding. 

‘‘(d) TERMINATION.—The Secretary may termi-
nate any assumption of responsibility under a 
memorandum of understanding on a determina-

tion that the State is not adequately carrying 
out the responsibilities assigned to the State. 

‘‘(e) STATE AGENCY DEEMED TO BE FEDERAL 
AGENCY.—A State agency that is assigned a re-
sponsibility under a memorandum of under-
standing shall be deemed to be a Federal agency 
for the purposes of the Federal law under which 
the responsibility is exercised.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code (as 
amended by section 1511(b)), is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 326 the 
following:
‘‘327. Assumption of responsibility for categor-

ical exclusions.’’.
SEC. 1513. SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROJECT 

DELIVERY PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 23, United 

States Code (as amended by section 1512(a)), is 
amended by inserting after section 327 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 328. Surface transportation project delivery 

pilot program 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a surface transportation project delivery 
pilot program (referred to in this section as the 
‘program’). 

‘‘(2) ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSIBILITY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the other provi-

sions of this section, with the written agreement 
of the Secretary and a State, which may be in 
the form of a memorandum of understanding, 
the Secretary may assign, and the State may as-
sume, the responsibilities of the Secretary with 
respect to 1 or more highway projects within the 
State under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL RESPONSIBILITY.—If a State 
assumes responsibility under subparagraph 
(A)—

‘‘(i) the Secretary may assign to the State, 
and the State may assume, all or part of the re-
sponsibilities of the Secretary for environmental 
review, consultation, or other action required 
under any Federal environmental law per-
taining to the review or approval of a specific 
project; but 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary may not assign—
‘‘(I) responsibility for any conformity deter-

mination required under section 176 of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7506); or 

‘‘(II) any responsibility imposed on the Sec-
retary by section 134 or 135. 

‘‘(C) PROCEDURAL AND SUBSTANTIVE REQUIRE-
MENTS.—A State shall assume responsibility 
under this section subject to the same proce-
dural and substantive requirements as would 
apply if that responsibility were carried out by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(D) FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY.—Any respon-
sibility of the Secretary not explicitly assumed 
by the State by written agreement under this 
section shall remain the responsibility of the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(E) NO EFFECT ON AUTHORITY.—Nothing in 
this section preempts or interferes with any 
power, jurisdiction, responsibility, or authority 
of an agency, other than the Department of 
Transportation, under applicable law (including 
regulations) with respect to a project. 

‘‘(b) STATE PARTICIPATION.—
‘‘(1) NUMBER OF PARTICIPATING STATES.—The 

Secretary may permit not more than 5 States 
(including the State of Oklahoma) to participate 
in the program. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations that es-
tablish requirements relating to information re-
quired to be contained in any application of a 
State to participate in the program, including, 
at a minimum—

‘‘(A) the projects or classes of projects for 
which the State anticipates exercising the au-
thority that may be granted under the program; 

‘‘(B) verification of the financial resources 
necessary to carry out the authority that may 
be granted under the program; and 

‘‘(C) evidence of the notice and solicitation of 
public comment by the State relating to partici-
pation of the State in the program, including 
copies of comments received from that solicita-
tion. 

‘‘(3) PUBLIC NOTICE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each State that submits an 

application under this subsection shall give no-
tice of the intent of the State to participate in 
the program not later than 30 days before the 
date of submission of the application.

‘‘(B) METHOD OF NOTICE AND SOLICITATION.—
The State shall provide notice and solicit public 
comment under this paragraph by publishing 
the complete application of the State in accord-
ance with the appropriate public notice law of 
the State. 

‘‘(4) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary may 
approve the application of a State under this 
section only if—

‘‘(A) the regulatory requirements under para-
graph (2) have been met; 

‘‘(B) the Secretary determines that the State 
has the capability, including financial and per-
sonnel, to assume the responsibility; and 

‘‘(C) the head of the State agency having pri-
mary jurisdiction over highway matters enters 
into a written agreement with the Secretary de-
scribed in subsection (c). 

‘‘(5) OTHER FEDERAL AGENCY VIEWS.—If a 
State applies to assume a responsibility of the 
Secretary that would have required the Sec-
retary to consult with another Federal agency, 
the Secretary shall solicit the views of the Fed-
eral agency before approving the application. 

‘‘(c) WRITTEN AGREEMENT.—A written agree-
ment under this section shall—

‘‘(1) be executed by the Governor or the top-
ranking transportation official in the State who 
is charged with responsibility for highway con-
struction; 

‘‘(2) be in such form as the Secretary may pre-
scribe; 

‘‘(3) provide that the State—
‘‘(A) agrees to assume all or part of the re-

sponsibilities of the Secretary described in sub-
section (a); 

‘‘(B) expressly consents, on behalf of the 
State, to accept the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts for the compliance, discharge, and en-
forcement of any responsibility of the Secretary 
assumed by the State; 

‘‘(C) certifies that State laws (including regu-
lations) are in effect that—

‘‘(i) authorize the State to take the actions 
necessary to carry out the responsibilities being 
assumed; and 

‘‘(ii) are comparable to section 552 of title 5, 
including providing that any decision regarding 
the public availability of a document under 
those State laws is reviewable by a court of com-
petent jurisdiction; and 

‘‘(D) agrees to maintain the financial re-
sources necessary to carry out the responsibil-
ities being assumed. 

‘‘(d) JURISDICTION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States district 

courts shall have exclusive jurisdiction over any 
civil action against a State for failure to carry 
out any responsibility of the State under this 
section. 

‘‘(2) LEGAL STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS.—
A civil action under paragraph (1) shall be gov-
erned by the legal standards and requirements 
that would apply in such a civil action against 
the Secretary had the Secretary taken the ac-
tions in question. 

‘‘(3) INTERVENTION.—The Secretary shall have 
the right to intervene in any action described in 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(e) EFFECT OF ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSI-
BILITY.—A State that assumes responsibility 
under subsection (a)(2) shall be solely respon-
sible and solely liable for carrying out, in lieu of 
the Secretary, the responsibilities assumed 
under subsection (a)(2), until the program is ter-
minated as provided in subsection (i). 

‘‘(f) LIMITATIONS ON AGREEMENTS.—Nothing 
in this section permits a State to assume any 
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rulemaking authority of the Secretary under 
any Federal law. 

‘‘(g) AUDITS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To ensure compliance by a 

State with any agreement of the State under 
subsection (c)(1) (including compliance by the 
State with all Federal laws for which responsi-
bility is assumed under subsection (a)(2)), for 
each State participating in the program under 
this section, the Secretary shall conduct—

‘‘(A) semiannual audits during each of the 
first 2 years of State participation; and 

‘‘(B) annual audits during each subsequent 
year of State participation. 

‘‘(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY AND COMMENT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An audit conducted under 

paragraph (1) shall be provided to the public for 
comment. 

‘‘(B) RESPONSE.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date on which the period for public comment 
ends, the Secretary shall respond to public com-
ments received under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(h) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall submit to Congress an annual report that 
describes the administration of the program. 

‘‘(i) TERMINATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (2), the program shall terminate on the 
date that is 6 years after the date of enactment 
of this section. 

‘‘(2) TERMINATION BY SECRETARY.—The Sec-
retary may terminate the participation of any 
State in the program if—

‘‘(A) the Secretary determines that the State is 
not adequately carrying out the responsibilities 
assigned to the State; 

‘‘(B) the Secretary provides to the State—
‘‘(i) notification of the determination of non-

compliance; and 
‘‘(ii) a period of at least 30 days during which 

to take such corrective action as the Secretary 
determines is necessary to comply with the ap-
plicable agreement; and 

‘‘(C) the State, after the notification and pe-
riod provided under subparagraph (B), fails to 
take satisfactory corrective action, as deter-
mined by Secretary.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code (as 
amended by section 1512(b)), is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 327 the 
following:
‘‘328. Surface transportation project delivery 

pilot program.’’.
SEC. 1514. REGULATIONS. 

Except as provided in section 1513, not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall promulgate regulations 
necessary to implement the amendments made 
by chapter 1 and this chapter.

CHAPTER 3—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 1521. CRITICAL REAL PROPERTY ACQUISI-

TION. 
Section 108 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) CRITICAL REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

funds apportioned to a State under this title 
may be used to pay the costs of acquiring any 
real property that is determined to be critical 
under paragraph (2) for a project proposed for 
funding under this title. 

‘‘(2) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Federal share of 
the costs referred to in paragraph (1) shall be el-
igible for reimbursement out of funds appor-
tioned to a State under this title if, before the 
date of acquisition, the Secretary determines 
that—

‘‘(A) the property is offered for sale on the 
open market; 

‘‘(B) in acquiring the property, the State will 
comply with the Uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
1970 (42 U.S.C. 4601 et seq.); and 

‘‘(C) immediate acquisition of the property is 
critical because—

‘‘(i) based on an appraisal of the property, the 
value of the property is increasing significantly; 

‘‘(ii) there is an imminent threat of develop-
ment or redevelopment of the property; and 

‘‘(iii) the property is necessary for the imple-
mentation of the goals stated in the proposal for 
the project. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE LAW.—An acquisition of real 
property under this section shall be considered 
to be an exempt project under section 176 of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7506). 

‘‘(4) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A project proposed to be 

conducted under this title shall not be con-
ducted on property acquired under paragraph 
(1) until any required environmental reviews for 
the project have been completed. 

‘‘(B) EFFECT ON CONSIDERATION OF PROJECT 
ALTERNATIVES.—The number of critical acquisi-
tions of real property associated with a project 
shall not affect the consideration of project al-
ternatives during the environmental review 
process. 

‘‘(5) PROCEEDS FROM THE SALE OR LEASE OF 
REAL PROPERTY.—Section 156(c) shall not apply 
to the sale, use, or lease of any real property ac-
quired under paragraph (1).’’. 
SEC. 1522. PLANNING CAPACITY BUILDING INITIA-

TIVE. 
Section 104 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(m) PLANNING CAPACITY BUILDING INITIA-

TIVE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a planning capacity building initiative to 
support enhancements in transportation plan-
ning to—

‘‘(A) strengthen the processes and products of 
metropolitan and statewide transportation plan-
ning under this title; 

‘‘(B) enhance tribal capacity to conduct joint 
transportation planning under chapter 2; 

‘‘(C) participate in the metropolitan and state-
wide transportation planning programs under 
this title; and 

‘‘(D) increase the knowledge and skill level of 
participants in metropolitan and statewide 
transportation. 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give pri-
ority to planning practices and processes that 
support—

‘‘(A) the transportation elements of homeland 
security planning, including—

‘‘(i) training and best practices relating to 
emergency evacuation; 

‘‘(ii) developing materials to assist areas in co-
ordinating emergency management and trans-
portation officials; and 

‘‘(iii) developing training on how planning or-
ganizations may examine security issues; 

‘‘(B) performance-based planning, including—
‘‘(i) data and data analysis technologies to be 

shared with States, metropolitan planning orga-
nizations, local governments, and nongovern-
mental organizations that—

‘‘(I) participate in transportation planning; 
‘‘(II) use the data and data analysis to engage 

in metropolitan, tribal, or statewide transpor-
tation planning; 

‘‘(III) involve the public in the development of 
transportation plans, projects, and alternative 
scenarios; and 

‘‘(IV) develop strategies to avoid, minimize, 
and mitigate the impacts of transportation fa-
cilities and projects; and 

‘‘(ii) improvement of the quality of congestion 
management systems, including the development 
of—

‘‘(I) a measure of congestion; 
‘‘(II) a measure of transportation system reli-

ability; and 
‘‘(III) a measure of induced demand; 
‘‘(C) safety planning, including—
‘‘(i) development of State strategic safety 

plans consistent with section 148; 
‘‘(ii) incorporation of work zone safety into 

planning; and 
‘‘(iii) training in the development of data sys-

tems relating to highway safety; 
‘‘(D) operations planning, including—

‘‘(i) developing training of the integration of 
transportation system operations and manage-
ment into the transportation planning process; 
and 

‘‘(ii) training and best practices relating to re-
gional concepts of operations; 

‘‘(E) freight planning, including—
‘‘(i) modeling of freight at a regional and 

statewide level; and 
‘‘(ii) techniques for engaging the freight com-

munity with the planning process; 
‘‘(F) air quality planning, including—
‘‘(i) assisting new and existing nonattainment 

and maintenance areas in developing the tech-
nical capacity to perform air quality conformity 
analysis; 

‘‘(ii) providing training on areas such as mod-
eling and data collection to support air quality 
planning and analysis; 

‘‘(iii) developing concepts and techniques to 
assist areas in meeting air quality performance 
timeframes; and 

‘‘(iv) developing materials to explain air qual-
ity issues to decisionmakers and the public; and 

‘‘(G) integration of environment and plan-
ning. 

‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall use 
amounts made available under paragraph (4) to 
make grants to, or enter into contracts, coopera-
tive agreements, and other transactions with, a 
Federal agency, State agency, local agency, fed-
erally recognized Indian tribal government or 
tribal consortium, authority, association, non-
profit or for-profit corporation, or institution of 
higher education for research, program develop-
ment, information collection and dissemination, 
and technical assistance. 

‘‘(4) SET-ASIDE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—On October 1 of each fiscal 

year, of the funds made available under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall set aside 
$4,000,000 to carry out this subsection. 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of an activity carried out using funds 
made available under subparagraph (A) shall be 
100 percent. 

‘‘(C) AVAILABILITY.—Funds made available 
under subparagraph (A) shall remain available 
until expended.’’.

Subtitle F—Environment 
SEC. 1601. ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND 

POLLUTION ABATEMENT; CONTROL 
OF INVASIVE PLANT SPECIES AND 
ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIVE SPE-
CIES. 

(a) MODIFICATION TO NHS/STP FOR ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESTORATION, POLLUTION ABATEMENT, 
AND INVASIVE SPECIES.—

(1) MODIFICATIONS TO NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYS-
TEM.—Section 103(b)(6) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(Q) Environmental restoration and pollution 
abatement in accordance with section 165. 

‘‘(R) Control of invasive plant species and es-
tablishment of native species in accordance with 
section 166.’’. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS TO SURFACE TRANSPOR-
TATION PROGRAM.—Section 133(b) of title 23, is 
amended by striking paragraph (14) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(14) Environmental restoration and pollution 
abatement in accordance with section 165. 

‘‘(15) Control of invasive plant species and es-
tablishment of native species in accordance with 
section 166.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—Subchapter I of 
chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 165. Eligibility for environmental restora-
tion and pollution abatement 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 

environmental restoration and pollution abate-
ment to minimize or mitigate the impacts of any 
transportation project funded under this title 
(including retrofitting and construction of storm 
water treatment systems to meet Federal and 
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State requirements under sections 401 and 402 of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1341, 1342)) may be carried out to address 
water pollution or environmental degradation 
caused wholly or partially by a transportation 
facility. 

‘‘(b) MAXIMUM EXPENDITURE.—In a case in 
which a transportation facility is undergoing re-
construction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, or res-
toration, the expenditure of funds under this 
section for environmental restoration or pollu-
tion abatement described in subsection (a) shall 
not exceed 20 percent of the total cost of the re-
construction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, or res-
toration of the facility. 
‘‘§ 166. Control of invasive plant species and 

establishment of native species 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) INVASIVE PLANT SPECIES—The term 

‘invasive plant species’ means a nonindigenous 
species the introduction of which causes or is 
likely to cause economic or environmental harm 
or harm to human health. 

‘‘(2) NATIVE PLANT SPECIES.—The term ‘native 
plant species’ means, with respect to a par-
ticular ecosystem, a species that, other than as 
result of an introduction, historically occurred 
or currently occurs in that ecosystem. 

‘‘(b) CONTROL OF SPECIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with all ap-

plicable Federal law (including regulations), 
funds made available to carry out this section 
may be used for—

‘‘(A) participation in the control of invasive 
plant species; and 

‘‘(B) the establishment of native species. 
‘‘(2) INCLUDED ACTIVITIES.—The participation 

and establishment under paragraph (1) may in-
clude—

‘‘(A) participation in statewide inventories of 
invasive plant species and desirable plant spe-
cies; 

‘‘(B) regional native plant habitat conserva-
tion and mitigation; 

‘‘(C) native revegetation; and 
‘‘(D) training. 
‘‘(3) CONTRIBUTIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), an activity described in paragraph (1) may 
be carried out concurrently with, in advance of, 
or following the construction of a project funded 
under this title. 

‘‘(B) CONDITION FOR ACTIVITIES CONDUCTED IN 
ADVANCE OF PROJECT CONSTRUCTION.—An activ-
ity described in paragraph (1) may be carried 
out in advance of construction of a project only 
if the activity is carried out in accordance with 
all applicable requirements of Federal law (in-
cluding regulations) and State transportation 
planning processes.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1406(b)), is 
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘165. Eligibility for environmental restoration 

and pollution abatement.’’. 
‘‘166. Control of invasive plant species and es-

tablishment of native species.’’.
SEC. 1602. NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAYS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 162 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘the roads 
as’’ and all that follows and inserting ‘‘the 
roads as—

‘‘(A) National Scenic Byways; 
‘‘(B) All-American Roads; or 
‘‘(C) America’s Byways.’’; 
(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘des-

ignated as’’ and all that follows and inserting 
‘‘designated as—

‘‘(i) National Scenic Byways; 
‘‘(ii) All-American Roads; or 
‘‘(iii) America’s Byways; and’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Byway 

or All-American Road’’ and inserting ‘‘Byway, 

All-American Road, or 1 of America’s Byways’’; 
and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘designa-
tion as a’’ and all that follows and inserting 
‘‘designation as—

‘‘(i) a National Scenic Byway; 
‘‘(ii) an All-American Road; or 
‘‘(iii) 1 of America’s Byways; and’’; and 
(3) in subsection (c)(4), by striking ‘‘passing 

lane,’’. 
(b) RESEARCH, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, MAR-

KETING, AND PROMOTION.—Section 162 of title 
23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), and 
(f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) RESEARCH, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, MAR-
KETING, AND PROMOTION.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 
out technical assistance, marketing, market re-
search, and promotion with respect to State Sce-
nic Byways, National Scenic Byways, All-Amer-
ican Roads, and America’s Byways. 

‘‘(2) COOPERATION, GRANTS, AND CONTRACTS.—
The Secretary may make grants to, or enter into 
contracts, cooperative agreements, and other 
transactions with, any Federal agency, State 
agency, authority, association, institution, for-
profit or nonprofit corporation, organization, or 
person, to carry out projects and activities 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(3) FUNDS.—The Secretary may use not more 
than $2,000,000 for each fiscal year of funds 
made available for the National Scenic Byways 
Program to carry out projects and activities 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give pri-
ority under this subsection to partnerships that 
leverage Federal funds for research, technical 
assistance, marketing and promotion.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (g) (as redesignated by para-
graph (1)), by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the share applicable under section 120(b), 
as adjusted under subsection (d) of that sec-
tion’’.
SEC. 1603. RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM. 

(a) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM FOR-
MULA.—Section 104(h)(1) of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Whenever’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In any case in which’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘research and technical assist-

ance under the recreational trails program and 
for the administration of the National Rec-
reational Trails Advisory Committee’’ and in-
serting ‘‘research, technical assistance, and 
training under the recreational trails program’’; 
and 

(3) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(B) CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary’’. 

(b) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM ADMINIS-
TRATION.—Section 206 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as 

subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and 
indenting appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘To be eligible for apportion-
ments under this section’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible for appor-
tionments under this section’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) OBLIGATION REQUIREMENT.—If a State 

does not meet the requirements under paragraph 
(1) within a fiscal year, the State shall not be el-
igible for an apportionment in the following fis-
cal year.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)—
(A) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(2) PERMISSIBLE USES.—Permissible uses of 

funds apportioned to a State for a fiscal year to 
carry out this section include—

‘‘(A) maintenance and restoration of rec-
reational trails; 

‘‘(B) development and rehabilitation of 
trailside and trailhead facilities and trail link-
ages for recreational trails; 

‘‘(C) purchase and lease of recreational trail 
construction and maintenance equipment; 

‘‘(D) construction of new recreational trails, 
except that, in the case of new recreational 
trails crossing Federal land, construction of the 
trails shall be—

‘‘(i) permissible under other law; 
‘‘(ii) necessary and recommended by a state-

wide comprehensive outdoor recreation plan 
that is—

‘‘(I) required under the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et 
seq.); and 

‘‘(II) in effect; 
‘‘(iii) approved by the administering agency of 

the State designated under subsection (c)(1)(A); 
and 

‘‘(iv) approved by each Federal agency having 
jurisdiction over the affected land, under such 
terms and conditions as the head of the Federal 
agency determines to be appropriate, except that 
the approval shall be contingent on compliance 
by the Federal agency with all applicable laws, 
including—

‘‘(I) the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); 

‘‘(II) the Forest and Rangeland Renewable 
Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600 
et seq.); and 

‘‘(III) the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.); 

‘‘(E) acquisition of easements and fee simple 
title to property for recreational trails or rec-
reational trail corridors; 

‘‘(F) assessment of trail conditions for accessi-
bility and maintenance; 

‘‘(G) use of trail crews, youth conservation or 
service corps, or other appropriate means to 
carry out activities under this section; 

‘‘(H) development and dissemination of publi-
cations and operation of educational programs 
to promote safety and environmental protection, 
as those objectives relate to the use of rec-
reational trails, supporting non-law enforce-
ment trail safety and trail use monitoring patrol 
programs, and providing trail-related training, 
but in an amount not to exceed 5 percent of the 
apportionment made to the State for the fiscal 
year; and 

‘‘(I) payment of costs to the State incurred in 
administering the program, but in an amount 
not to exceed 7 percent of the apportionment 
made to the State for the fiscal year to carry out 
this section.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)—
(i) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘(2)(F)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(2)(I)’’; and 
(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) USE OF YOUTH CONSERVATION OR SERVICE 

CORPS.—A State shall make available not less 
than 10 percent of the apportionments of the 
State to provide grants to, or to enter into coop-
erative agreements or contracts with, qualified 
youth conservation or service corps to perform 
recreational trails program activities.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (f)—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘and the Federal share of the 

administrative costs of a State’’ after ‘‘project’’; 
and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘not exceed 80 percent’’ and 
inserting in its place ‘‘be determined in accord-
ance with section 120(b)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘80 per-

cent of’’ and inserting ‘‘the amount determined 
in accordance with section 120(b) for’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘spon-
soring the project’’ after ‘‘Federal agency’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (5); 
(D) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-

graph (5); 
(E) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-

lowing:
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‘‘(4) USE OF RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM 

FUNDS TO MATCH OTHER FEDERAL PROGRAM 
FUNDS.—Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, funds made available under this section 
may be used to pay the non-Federal matching 
share for other Federal program funds that 
are—

‘‘(A) expended in accordance with the require-
ments of the Federal program relating to activi-
ties funded and populations served; and 

‘‘(B) expended on a project that is eligible for 
assistance under this section.’’; and 

(F) in paragraph (5) (as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (D)), by striking ‘‘80 percent’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the Federal share as determined in 
accordance with section 120(b)’’; and 

(4) in subsection (h)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting after sub-

paragraph (B) the following: 
‘‘(C) PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESS-

MENT COSTS INCURRED PRIOR TO PROJECT AP-
PROVAL.—A project funded under any of sub-
paragraphs (A) through (H) of subsection (d)(2) 
may permit preapproval planning and environ-
mental compliance costs incurred not more than 
18 months before project approval to be credited 
toward the non-Federal share in accordance 
with subsection (f).’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) WAIVER OF HIGHWAY PROGRAM REQUIRE-
MENTS.—A project funded under this section—

‘‘(A) is intended to enhance recreational op-
portunity; 

‘‘(B) is not considered to be a highway 
project; and 

‘‘(C) is not subject to—
‘‘(i) section 112, 114, 116, 134, 135, 138, 217, or 

301 of this title; or 
‘‘(ii) section 303 of title 49.’’. 

SEC. 1604. EXEMPTION OF INTERSTATE SYSTEM. 
Subsection 103(c) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) EXEMPTION OF INTERSTATE SYSTEM.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

paragraph (B), the Interstate System shall not 
be considered to be a historic site under section 
303 of title 49 or section 138 of this title, regard-
less of whether the Interstate System or portions 
of the Interstate System are listed on, or eligible 
for listing on, the National Register of Historic 
Places. 

‘‘(B) INDIVIDUAL ELEMENTS.—A portion of the 
Interstate System that possesses an independent 
feature of historic significance, such as a his-
toric bridge or a highly significant engineering 
feature, that would qualify independently for 
listing on the National Register of Historic 
Places, shall be considered to be a historic site 
under section 303 of title 49 or section 138 of this 
title, as applicable.’’. 
SEC. 1605. STANDARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 109(a) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) consider the preservation, historic, scenic, 

natural environmental, and community val-
ues.’’. 

(b) CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN.—Section 109 
of title 23, United States Code, is amended by 
striking subsection (p) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(p) CONTEXT SENSITIVE DESIGN.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall encour-

age States to design projects funded under this 
title that—

‘‘(A) allow for the preservation of environ-
mental, scenic, or historic values; 

‘‘(B) ensure the safe use of the facility; 
‘‘(C) provide for consideration of the context 

of the locality; 
‘‘(D) encourage access for other modes of 

transportation; and 

‘‘(E) comply with subsection (a). 
‘‘(2) APPROVAL BY SECRETARY.—Notwith-

standing subsections (b) and (c), the Secretary 
may approve a project described in paragraph 
(1) for the National Highway System if the 
project is designed to achieve the criteria speci-
fied in that paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 1606. USE OF HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE 

LANES. 
Section 102 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by striking subsection (a) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(a) HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE LANE PAS-
SENGER REQUIREMENTS.—

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) RESPONSIBLE AGENCY.—The term ‘respon-

sible agency’ means—
‘‘(i) a State transportation department; and 
‘‘(ii) a local agency in a State that is respon-

sible for transportation matters. 
‘‘(B) SERIOUSLY DEGRADED.—The term ‘seri-

ously degraded’, with respect to a high occu-
pancy vehicle lane, means, in the case of a high 
occupancy vehicle lane, the minimum average 
operating speed, performance threshold, and as-
sociated time period of the high occupancy vehi-
cle lane, calculated and determined jointly by 
all applicable responsible agencies and based on 
conditions unique to the roadway, are unsatis-
factory. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), for each State, 1 or more responsible agen-
cies shall establish the occupancy requirements 
of vehicles operating on high occupancy vehicle 
lanes. 

‘‘(B) MINIMUM NUMBER OF OCCUPANTS.—Ex-
cept as provided in paragraph (3), an occupancy 
requirement established under subparagraph (A) 
shall—

‘‘(i) require at least 2 occupants per vehicle 
for a vehicle operating on a high occupancy ve-
hicle lane; and 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a high occupancy vehicle 
lane that traverses an adjacent State, be estab-
lished in consultation with the adjacent State. 

‘‘(3) EXCEPTIONS TO HOV OCCUPANCY REQUIRE-
MENTS.—

‘‘(A) MOTORCYCLES.—For the purpose of this 
subsection, a motorcycle—

‘‘(i) shall not be considered to be a single oc-
cupant vehicle; and 

‘‘(ii) shall be allowed to use a high occupancy 
vehicle lane unless a responsible agency—

‘‘(I) certifies to the Secretary the use of a high 
occupancy vehicle lane by a motorcycle would 
create a safety hazard; and 

‘‘(II) restricts that the use of the high occu-
pancy vehicle lane by motorcycles. 

‘‘(B) LOW EMISSION AND ENERGY-EFFICIENT VE-
HICLES.—

‘‘(i) DEFINITION OF LOW EMISSION AND ENERGY-
EFFICIENT VEHICLE.—In this subparagraph, the 
term ‘low emission and energy-efficient vehicle’ 
means a vehicle that has been certified by the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency—

‘‘(I)(aa) to have a 45-mile per gallon or greater 
fuel economy highway rating; or 

‘‘(bb) to qualify as an alternative fueled vehi-
cle under section 301 of the Energy Policy Act of 
1992 (42 U.S.C. 13211); and 

‘‘(II) as meeting Tier II emission level estab-
lished in regulations promulgated by the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection Agency 
under section 202(i) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7521(i)) for that make and model year ve-
hicle. 

‘‘(ii) EXEMPTION FOR LOW EMISSION AND EN-
ERGY-EFFICIENT VEHICLES.—A responsible agen-
cy may permit qualifying low emission and en-
ergy-efficient vehicles that do not meet applica-
ble occupancy requirements (as determined by 
the responsible agency) to use high occupancy 
vehicle lanes if the responsible agency—

‘‘(I) establishes a program that addresses how 
those qualifying low emission and energy-effi-
cient vehicles are selected and certified; 

‘‘(II) establishes requirements for labeling 
qualifying low emission and energy-efficient ve-
hicles (including procedures for enforcing those 
requirements); 

‘‘(III) continuously monitors, evaluates, and 
reports to the Secretary on performance; and 

‘‘(IV) imposes such restrictions on the use on 
high occupancy vehicle lanes by vehicles that do 
not satisfy established occupancy requirements 
as are necessary to ensure that the performance 
of individual high occupancy vehicle lanes, and 
the entire high occupancy vehicle lane system, 
will not become seriously degraded. 

‘‘(C) TOLLING OF VEHICLES.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A responsible agency may 

permit vehicles, in addition to the vehicles de-
scribed in paragraphs (A), (B), and (D) that do 
not satisfy established occupancy requirements, 
to use a high occupancy vehicle lane only if the 
responsible agency charges those vehicles a toll. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE AUTHORITY.—In imposing a 
toll under clause (i), a responsible agency 
shall—

‘‘(I) be subject to section 129; 
‘‘(II) establish a toll program that addresses 

ways in which motorists may enroll and partici-
pate in the program; 

‘‘(III) develop, manage, and maintain a sys-
tem that will automatically collect the tolls from 
covered vehicles; 

‘‘(IV) continuously monitor, evaluate, and re-
port on performance of the system; 

‘‘(V) establish such policies and procedures as 
are necessary—

‘‘(aa) to vary the toll charged in order to man-
age the demand for use of high occupancy vehi-
cle lanes; and 

‘‘(bb) to enforce violations; and 
‘‘(VI) establish procedures to impose such re-

strictions on the use of high occupancy vehicle 
lanes by vehicles that do not satisfy established 
occupancy requirements as are necessary to en-
sure that the performance of individual high oc-
cupancy vehicle lanes, and the entire high occu-
pancy vehicle lane system, will not become seri-
ously degraded. 

‘‘(D) DESIGNATED PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION VE-
HICLES.—

‘‘(i) DEFINITION OF DESIGNATED PUBLIC TRANS-
PORTATION VEHICLE.—In this subparagraph, the 
term ‘designated public transportation vehicle’ 
means a vehicle that—

‘‘(I) provides designated public transportation 
(as defined in section 221 of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12141)); and 

‘‘(II)(aa) is owned or operated by a public en-
tity; or 

‘‘(bb) is operated under a contract with a pub-
lic entity. 

‘‘(ii) USE OF HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE 
LANES.—A responsible agency may permit des-
ignated public transportation vehicles that do 
not satisfy established occupancy requirements 
to use high occupancy vehicle lanes if the re-
sponsible agency—

‘‘(I) requires the clear and identifiable label-
ing of each designated public transportation ve-
hicle operating under a contract with a public 
entity with the name of the public entity on all 
sides of the vehicle; 

‘‘(II) continuously monitors, evaluates, and 
reports on performance of those designated pub-
lic transportation vehicles; and 

‘‘(III) imposes such restrictions on the use of 
high occupancy vehicle lanes by designated 
public transportation vehicles as are necessary 
to ensure that the performance of individual 
high occupancy vehicle lanes, and the entire 
high occupancy vehicle lane system, will not be-
come seriously degraded. 

‘‘(E) HOV LANE MANAGEMENT, OPERATION, 
AND MONITORING.—

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A responsible agency that 
permits any of the exceptions specified in this 
paragraph shall comply with clauses (ii) and 
(iii). 

‘‘(ii) PERFORMANCE MONITORING, EVALUATION, 
AND REPORTING.—A responsible agency de-
scribed in clause (i) shall establish, manage, and 
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support a performance monitoring, evaluation, 
and reporting program under which the respon-
sible agency continuously monitors, assesses, 
and reports on the effects that any vehicle per-
mitted to use a high occupancy vehicle lane 
under an exception under this paragraph may 
have on the operation of—

‘‘(I) individual high occupancy vehicle lanes; 
and 

‘‘(II) the entire high occupancy vehicle lane 
system. 

‘‘(iii) OPERATION OF HOV LANE OR SYSTEM.—A 
responsible agency described in clause (i) shall 
limit use of, or cease to use, any of the excep-
tions specified in this paragraph if the presence 
of any vehicle permitted to use a high occu-
pancy vehicle lane under an exception under 
this paragraph seriously degrades the operation 
of—

‘‘(I) individual high occupancy vehicle lanes; 
and 

‘‘(II) the entire high occupancy vehicle lane 
system.’’. 
SEC. 1607. BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION AND PE-

DESTRIAN WALKWAYS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 217 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘pedestrian 

and’’ after ‘‘safe’’; 
(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘bicycles’’ 

each place it appears and inserting ‘‘pedestrians 
or bicyclists’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (f) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the construction of bicycle transportation facili-
ties and pedestrian walkways, and for carrying 
out nonconstruction projects relating to safe pe-
destrian and bicycle use, shall be determined in 
accordance with section 120(b).’’; 

(4) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (l); 

(5) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(j) BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY 
GRANTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall select 
and make grants to a national, nonprofit orga-
nization engaged in promoting bicycle and pe-
destrian safety—

‘‘(A) to operate a national bicycle and pedes-
trian clearinghouse; 

‘‘(B) to develop information and educational 
programs regarding walking and bicycling; and 

‘‘(C) to disseminate techniques and strategies 
for improving bicycle and pedestrian safety. 

‘‘(2) FUNDING.—The Secretary may use funds 
apportioned under section 104(n) to carry out 
this subsection. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23.—Funds au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out this 
subsection shall be available for obligation in 
the same manner as if the funds were appor-
tioned under section 104, except that the funds 
shall remain available until expended. 

‘‘(k) FUNDS FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 
SAFETY.—A State shall allocate for bicycle and 
pedestrian improvements in the State a percent-
age of the funds remaining after implementation 
of sections 130(e) and 150, in an amount that is 
equal to or greater than the percentage of all 
fatal crashes in the States involving bicyclists 
and pedestrians.’’; and 

(6) in subsection (l) (as redesignated by para-
graph (4))—

(A) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) SHARED USE PATH.—The term ‘shared use 
path’ means a multiuse trail or other path that 
is—

‘‘(A) physically separated from motorized ve-
hicular traffic by an open space or barrier, ei-
ther within a highway right-of-way or within 
an independent right-of-way; and 

‘‘(B) usable for transportation purposes (in-
cluding by pedestrians, bicyclists, skaters, 
equestrians, and other nonmotorized users).’’. 

(b) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—Section 104 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1601(b)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(n) BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN SAFETY 
GRANTS.—On October 1 of each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009, the Secretary, after making 
the deductions authorized by subsections (a) 
and (f), shall set aside $500,000 of the remaining 
funds apportioned under subsection (b)(3) for 
use in carrying out the bicycle and pedestrian 
safety grant program under section 217.’’. 
SEC. 1608. IDLING REDUCTION FACILITIES IN 

INTERSTATE RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 
Section 111 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) IDLING REDUCTION FACILITIES IN INTER-

STATE RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding subsection 

(a), a State may—
‘‘(A) permit electrification or other idling re-

duction facilities and equipment, for use by 
motor vehicles used for commercial purposes, to 
be placed in rest and recreation areas, and in 
safety rest areas, constructed or located on 
rights-of-way of the Interstate System in the 
State; and 

‘‘(B) may charge, or permit charges, for the 
use of those facilities. 

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The exclusive purpose of the 
facilities described in paragraph (1) (or similar 
technologies) shall be to enable operators of 
motor vehicles used for commercial purposes—

‘‘(A) to turn off their engines while parked; 
and 

‘‘(B) to have heating, air conditioning, elec-
tricity, and communication services in the vehi-
cle without use of the engine.’’. 
SEC. 1609. TOLL PROGRAMS. 

(a) INTERSTATE SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION AND 
REHABILITATION PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 
1216(b) of the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century (23 U.S.C. 129 note; 112 Stat. 212)—

(1) is amended—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting 

‘‘Notwithstanding section 301, the Secretary’’; 
and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘that could not otherwise be 
adequately maintained or functionally improved 
without the collection of tolls’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(C) An analysis demonstrating that financ-
ing the reconstruction or rehabilitation of the 
facility with the collection of tolls under this 
pilot program is the most efficient, economical, 
or expeditious way to advance the project.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (4)—
(i) by striking subparagraph (A) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(A) the State’s analysis showing that financ-

ing the reconstruction or rehabilitation of a fa-
cility with the collection of tolls under the pilot 
program is the most efficient, economical, or ex-
peditious way to advance the project;’’; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(B) the facility needs reconstruction or reha-
bilitation, including major work that may re-
quire replacing sections of the existing facility 
on new alignment;’’; 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (C); and 
(iv) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 

(E) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respectively; 
(2) is redesignated as subsection (d) of section 

129 of title 23, United States Code, and moved to 
appear at the end of that section; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘of title 23, United States 
Code’’ each place it appears. 

(b) VARIABLE TOLL PRICING PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 129 of title 23, United States Code (as 
amended by subsection (a)(2)), is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) VARIABLE TOLL PRICING PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE TOLL FACILITY.—The term ‘eli-

gible toll facility’ includes—

‘‘(i) a facility in existence on the date of en-
actment of this subsection that collects tolls; 

‘‘(ii) a facility in existence on the date of en-
actment of this subsection that serves high occu-
pancy vehicle lanes; and 

‘‘(iii) a facility modified or constructed after 
the date of enactment of this subsection to cre-
ate additional tolled capacity (including a facil-
ity constructed by a private entity or using pri-
vate funds). 

‘‘(B) NONATTAINMENT AREA.—The term ‘non-
attainment area’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 171 of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7501). 

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—Notwithstanding sec-
tions 129 and 301, the Secretary may permit a 
State, public authority, or a public or private 
entity designated by a State, to collect a toll 
from motor vehicles at an eligible toll facility for 
any highway, bridge, or tunnel, including facili-
ties on the Interstate System—

‘‘(A) to manage high levels of congestion; or 
‘‘(B) to reduce emissions in a nonattainment 

area or maintenance area. 
‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON USE OF REVENUES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—All toll revenues received 

under paragraph (2) shall be used by a State or 
public authority for—

‘‘(i) debt service; 
‘‘(ii) a reasonable return on investment of any 

private financing; and 
‘‘(iii) the costs necessary for proper operation 

and maintenance of any facilities under para-
graph (2) (including reconstruction, resurfacing, 
restoration, and rehabilitation); and 

‘‘(iv) projects eligible for Federal assistance 
under this title. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(i) VARIABLE PRICE REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-

retary shall require, for each facility that 
charges tolls under this subsection, that the tolls 
vary in price according to time of day, as appro-
priate to manage congestion or improve air qual-
ity. 

‘‘(ii) HOV PASSENGER REQUIREMENTS.—In ad-
dition to the exceptions to the high occupancy 
vehicle passenger requirements established 
under section 102(a)(2), a State may permit 
motor vehicles with fewer than 2 occupants to 
operate in high occupancy vehicle lanes as part 
of a variable toll pricing program established 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(C) AGREEMENT.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Before the Secretary may 

permit a facility to charge tolls under this sub-
section, the Secretary and the applicable State 
or public authority shall enter into an agree-
ment for each facility incorporating the condi-
tions described in subparagraphs (A) and (B). 

‘‘(ii) TERMINATION.—An agreement under 
clause (i) shall terminate with respect to a facil-
ity upon the decision of the State or public au-
thority to discontinue the variable tolling pro-
gram under this subsection for the facility. 

‘‘(iii) DEBT.—If there is any debt outstanding 
on a facility at the time at which the decision is 
made to discontinue the program under this sub-
section with respect to the facility, the facility 
may continue to charge tolls in accordance with 
the terms of the agreement until such time as 
the debt is retired. 

‘‘(D) LIMITATION ON FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
Federal share of the cost of a project on a facil-
ity tolled under this subsection, including a 
project to install the toll collection facility shall 
be a percentage, not to exceed 80 percent, deter-
mined by the applicable State. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to participate 
in the program under this subsection, a State or 
public authority shall provide to the Secretary—

‘‘(A) a description of the congestion or air 
quality problems sought to be addressed under 
the program; 

‘‘(B) a description of—
‘‘(i) the goals sought to be achieved under the 

program; and 
‘‘(ii) the performance measures that would be 

used to gauge the success made toward reaching 
those goals; and 
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‘‘(C) such other information as the Secretary 

may require. 
‘‘(f) AUTOMATION.—A facility created or modi-

fied under this section shall use an electronic 
toll collection system that uses a transponder or 
other means to specify an account for the pur-
poses of collecting a toll as a vehicle passes 
through the collection facility. 

‘‘(g) INTEROPERABILITY.—
‘‘(1) RULE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this subsection, 
the Secretary shall promulgate a final rule 
specifying requirements, standards, or perform-
ance specifications for automated toll collection 
systems implemented under this section. 

‘‘(B) DEVELOPMENT.—In developing that rule, 
which shall be designed to maximize the inter-
operability of electronic collection systems, the 
Secretary shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable—

‘‘(i) seek to accelerate progress toward the na-
tional goal of achieving a nationwide interoper-
able electronic toll collection system; 

‘‘(ii) take into account the use of transponders 
currently deployed within an appropriate geo-
graphical area of travel and the transponders 
likely to be in use within the next 5 years; and 

‘‘(iii) seek to minimize additional costs and 
maximize convenience to users of toll facility 
and to the toll facility owner or operator. 

‘‘(2) FUTURE MODIFICATIONS.—As the state of 
technology progresses, the Secretary shall mod-
ify the rule promulgated under paragraph 
(1)(A), as appropriate.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1012 of the Inter-

modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (23 
U.S.C. 149 note; 105 Stat. 1938; 112 Stat. 211) is 
amended by striking subsection (b). 

(2) CONTINUATION OF PROGRAM.—Notwith-
standing the amendment made by paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall monitor and allow any 
value pricing program established under a coop-
erative agreement in effect on the day before the 
date of enactment of this Act to continue. 
SEC. 1610. FEDERAL REFERENCE METHOD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6102 of the Trans-
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century (42 
U.S.C. 7407 note; 112 Stat. 464) is amended by 
striking subsection (e) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) FIELD STUDY.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Administrator 
shall—

‘‘(1) conduct a field study of the ability of the 
PM2.5 Federal Reference Method to differentiate 
those particles that are larger than 2.5 microm-
eters in diameter; 

‘‘(2) develop a Federal reference method to 
measure directly particles that are larger than 
2.5 micrometers in diameter without reliance on 
subtracting from coarse particle measurements 
those particles that are equal to or smaller than 
2.5 micrometers in diameter; 

‘‘(3) develop a method of measuring the com-
position of coarse particles; and 

‘‘(4) submit a report on the study and respon-
sibilities of the Administrator under paragraphs 
(1) through (3) to—

‘‘(A) the Committee on Commerce of the House 
of Representatives; and 

‘‘(B) the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works of the Senate.’’.
SEC. 1611. ADDITION OF PARTICULATE MATTER 

AREAS TO CMAQ. 
Section 104(b)(2) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended—
(1) in subparagraph B—
(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘ozone or carbon monoxide’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘ozone, carbon monoxide, or fine particulate 
matter (PM2.5)’’; 

(B) by striking clause (i) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(i) 1.0, if at the time of apportionment, the 
area is a maintenance area;’’; 

(C) in clause (vi), by striking ‘‘or’’ after the 
semicolon; and 

(D) in clause (vii), by striking ‘‘area as de-
scribed in section 149(b) for ozone,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘area for ozone (as described in section 
149(b)) or for PM–2.5’’; 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(viii) 1.0 if, at the time of apportionment, 

any county that is not designated as a non-
attainment or maintenance area under the 1-
hour ozone standard is designated as nonattain-
ment under the 8-hour ozone standard; 

‘‘(ix) 1.2 if, at the time of apportionment, the 
area is not a nonattainment or maintenance 
area as described in section 149(b) for ozone or 
carbon monoxide, but is an area designated 
nonattainment under the PM–2.5 standard.’’; 

(3) by striking subparagraph (C) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(C) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENT FOR CARBON 
MONOXIDE AREAS.—If, in addition to being des-
ignated as a nonattainment or maintenance 
area for ozone as described in section 149(b), 
any county within the area was also classified 
under subpart 3 of part D of title I of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7512 et seq.) as a nonattain-
ment or maintenance area described in section 
149(b) for carbon monoxide, the weighted non-
attainment or maintenance area population of 
the county, as determined under clauses (i) 
through (vi) or clause (viii) of subparagraph 
(B), shall be further multiplied by a factor of 
1.2.’’; 

(4) by redesignating subparagraph (D) and (E) 
as subparagraphs (E) and (F) respectively; and 

(5) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘‘(D) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENT FOR PM 2.5 
AREAS.—If, in addition to being designated as a 
nonattainment or maintenance area for ozone or 
carbon monoxide, or both as described in section 
149(b), any county within the area was also des-
ignated under the PM–2.5 standard as a non-
attainment or maintenance area, the weighted 
nonattainment or maintenance area population 
of those counties shall be further multiplied by 
a factor of 1.2.’’. 
SEC. 1612. ADDITION TO CMAQ-ELIGIBLE 

PROJECTS. 
(a) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Section 149(b) of title 

23, United States Code, is amended—
(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 

end; 
(2) in paragraph (5), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) if the project or program is for the pur-

chase of alternative fuel (as defined in section 
301 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 
13211)) or biodiesel.’’. 

(b) STATES RECEIVING MINIMUM APPORTION-
MENT.—Section 149(c) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘for any 
project eligible under the surface transportation 
program under section 133.’’ and inserting the 
following: ‘‘for any project in the State that—

‘‘(A) would otherwise be eligible under this 
section as if the project were carried out in a 
nonattainment or maintenance area; or 

‘‘(B) is eligible under the surface transpor-
tation program under section 133.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘for any 
project in the State eligible under section 133.’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘for any project in 
the State that—

‘‘(A) would otherwise be eligible under this 
section as if the project were carried out in a 
nonattainment or maintenance area; or 

‘‘(B) is eligible under the surface transpor-
tation program under section 133.’’. 
SEC. 1613. IMPROVED INTERAGENCY CONSULTA-

TION. 
Section 149 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION.—The Sec-
retary shall encourage States and metropolitan 
planning organizations to consult with State 
and local air quality agencies in nonattainment 
and maintenance areas on the estimated emis-
sion reductions from proposed congestion miti-
gation and air quality improvement programs 
and projects.’’. 
SEC. 1614. EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT OF 

CMAQ PROJECTS. 
Section 149 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT OF 

PROJECTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in consulta-

tion with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall evaluate and 
assess a representative sample of projects funded 
under the congestion mitigation and air quality 
program to—

‘‘(A) determine the direct and indirect impact 
of the projects on air quality and congestion lev-
els; and 

‘‘(B) ensure the effective implementation of 
the program. 

‘‘(2) DATABASE.—Using appropriate assess-
ments of projects funded under the congestion 
mitigation and air quality program and results 
from other research, the Secretary shall main-
tain and disseminate a cumulative database de-
scribing the impacts of the projects. 

‘‘(3) CONSIDERATION.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, shall consider the 
recommendations and findings of the report sub-
mitted to Congress under section 1110(e) of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
(112 Stat. 144), including recommendations and 
findings that would improve the operation and 
evaluation of the congestion mitigation and air 
quality improvement program under section 
149.’’.
SEC. 1615. SYNCHRONIZED PLANNING AND CON-

FORMITY TIMELINES, REQUIRE-
MENTS, AND HORIZON. 

(a) METROPOLITAN PLANNING.—
(1) DEVELOPMENT OF LONG-RANGE TRANSPOR-

TATION PLAN.—Section 134(g)(1) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘pe-
riodically, according to a schedule that the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘every 4 years in areas designated as 
nonattainment, as defined in section 107(d) of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7407(d)), and in 
areas that were nonattainment that have been 
redesignated to attainment in accordance with 
section 107(d)(3) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
7407(d)(3)), with a maintenance plan under sec-
tion 175A of that Act (42 U.S.C. 7505a), or every 
5 years in areas designated as attainment (as 
defined in section 107(d) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 
7407(d))),’’. 

(2) METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION IMPROVE-
MENT PROGRAM.—Section 134(h) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)(D), by striking ‘‘2 years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘4 years’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘3-year’’ 
and inserting ‘‘4-year’’. 

(3) STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM.—Section 135(f)(1)(A) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘program’’ the following: ‘‘(which pro-
gram shall cover a period of 4 years and be up-
dated every 4 years)’’. 

(4) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations that are consistent with 
the amendments made by this subsection. 

(b) SYNCHRONIZED CONFORMITY DETERMINA-
TION.—Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7506(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(2) Any transportation plan’’ 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(2) TRANSPORTATION PLANS AND PROGRAMS.—

Any transportation plan’’; 
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(B) in subparagraph (C)(iii), by striking the 

period at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
(C) in subparagraph (D)—
(i) by striking ‘‘Any project’’ and inserting 

‘‘any transportation project’’; and 
(ii) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) the appropriate metropolitan planning 

organization shall redetermine conformity of ex-
isting transportation plans and programs not 
later than 2 years after the date on which the 
Administrator—

‘‘(i) finds a motor vehicle emissions budget to 
be adequate in accordance with section 
93.118(e)(4) of title 40, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (as in effect on October 1, 2003); 

‘‘(ii) approves an implementation plan that es-
tablishes a motor vehicle emissions budget, if 
that budget has not yet been used in a con-
formity determination prior to approval; or 

‘‘(iii) promulgates an implementation plan 
that establishes or revises a motor vehicle emis-
sions budget.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4)(B)(ii), by striking ‘‘but in 
no case shall such determinations for transpor-
tation plans and programs be less frequent than 
every 3 years; and’’ and inserting ‘‘but the fre-
quency for making conformity determinations 
on updated transportation plans and programs 
shall be every 4 years, except in a case in 
which—

‘‘(I) the metropolitan planning organization 
elects to update a transportation plan or pro-
gram more frequently; or 

‘‘(II) the metropolitan planning organization 
is required to determine conformity in accord-
ance with paragraph (2)(E); and’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4)(B)—
(A) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 

end; 
(B) in clause (iii), by striking the period at the 

end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iv) address the effects of the most recent 

population, economic, employment, travel, tran-
sit ridership, congestion, and induced travel de-
mand information in the development and appli-
cation of the latest travel and emissions mod-
els.’’; 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) CONFORMITY HORIZON FOR TRANSPOR-

TATION PLANS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of this 

section, a transportation plan in a nonattain-
ment or maintenance area shall be considered to 
be a transportation plan or a portion of a trans-
portation plan that extends for the longest of 
the following periods: 

‘‘(i) The first 10-year period of any such 
transportation plan. 

‘‘(ii) The latest year in the implementation 
plan applicable to the area that contains a 
motor vehicle emission budget. 

‘‘(iii) The year after the completion date of a 
regionally significant project, if the project re-
quires approval before the subsequent con-
formity determination. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—In a case in which an area 
has a revision to an implementation plan under 
section 175A(b) and the Administrator has found 
the motor vehicle emissions budgets from that 
revision to be adequate in accordance with sec-
tion 93.118(e)(4) of title 40, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (as in effect on October 1, 2003), or has 
approved the revision, the transportation plan 
shall be considered to be a transportation plan 
or portion of a transportation plan that extends 
through the last year of the implementation 
plan required under section 175A(b). 

‘‘(8) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECT.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘regionally signifi-

cant project’ means a transportation project 
that is on a facility that serves a regional trans-
portation need, including—

‘‘(I) access to and from the area outside of the 
region; 

‘‘(II) access to and from major planned devel-
opments, including new retail malls, sports com-
plexes, or transportation terminals; and 

‘‘(III) most transportation terminals. 
‘‘(ii) PRINCIPAL ARTERIALS AND FIXED GUIDE-

WAYS.—The term ‘regionally significant project’ 
includes, at a minimum—

‘‘(I) all principal arterial highways; and 
‘‘(II) all fixed guideway transit facilities that 

offer an alternative to regional highway travel. 
‘‘(iii) ADDITIONAL PROJECTS.—The interagency 

consultation process and procedures described 
in section 93.105(c) of title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations (as in effect on October 1, 2003), 
shall be used to make determinations as to 
whether minor arterial highways and other 
transportation projects should be considered ‘re-
gionally significant projects’. 

‘‘(iv) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘regionally sig-
nificant project’ does not include any project of 
a type listed in sections 93.126 or 127 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on Oc-
tober 1, 2003). 

‘‘(B) SIGNIFICANT REVISION.—The term ‘sig-
nificant revision’ means—

‘‘(i) with respect to a regionally significant 
project, a significant change in design concept 
or scope to the project; and 

‘‘(ii) with respect to any other kind of project, 
a change that converts a project that is not a re-
gionally significant project into a regionally sig-
nificant project. 

‘‘(C) TRANSPORTATION PROJECT.—The term 
‘transportation project’ includes only a project 
that is—

‘‘(i) a regionally significant project; or 
‘‘(ii) a project that makes a significant revi-

sion to an existing project.’’; and 
(5) in the matter following paragraph (3)(B), 

by inserting ‘‘transportation’’ before ‘‘project’’ 
each place it appears. 
SEC. 1616. TRANSITION TO NEW AIR QUALITY 

STANDARDS. 
Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 

7506(c)) is amended by striking paragraph (3) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) METHODS OF CONFORMITY DETERMINATION 
BEFORE BUDGET IS AVAILABLE.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Until such time as a motor 
vehicle emission budget from an implementation 
plan submitted for a national ambient air qual-
ity standard is determined to be adequate in ac-
cordance with section 93.118(e)(4) of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on Oc-
tober 1, 2003), or the submitted implementation 
plan is approved, conformity of such a plan, 
program, or project shall be demonstrated, as se-
lected through the consultation process required 
under paragraph (4)(D)(i), with—

‘‘(i) a motor vehicle emission budget that has 
been found adequate in accordance with section 
93.118(e)(4) of title 40, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (as in effect on October 1, 2003), or that 
has been approved, from an implementation 
plan for the most recent prior applicable na-
tional ambient air quality standard addressing 
the same pollutant; or 

‘‘(ii) other such tests as the Administrator 
shall determine to ensure that—

‘‘(I) the transportation plan or program—
‘‘(aa) is consistent with the most recent esti-

mates of mobile source emissions; 
‘‘(bb) provides for the expeditious implementa-

tion of transportation control measures in the 
applicable implementation plan; and 

‘‘(cc) with respect to an ozone or carbon mon-
oxide nonattainment area, contributes to an-
nual emissions reductions consistent with sec-
tions 182(b)(1) and 187(a)(7); and 

‘‘(II) the transportation project—
‘‘(aa) comes from a conforming transportation 

plan and program described in this subpara-
graph; and 

‘‘(bb) in a carbon monoxide nonattainment 
area, eliminates or reduces the severity and 
number of violations of the carbon monoxide 
standards in the area substantially affected by 
the project. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION FOR A TRANSPORTATION 
PROJECT IN A CARBON MONOXIDE NONATTAINMENT 
AREA.—A determination under subparagraph 
(A)(ii)(II)(bb) may be made as part of either the 
conformity determination for the transportation 
program or for the individual project taken as a 
whole during the environmental review phase of 
project development.’’. 
SEC. 1617. REDUCED BARRIERS TO AIR QUALITY 

IMPROVEMENTS. 
Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 

7506(c)) (as amended by section 1615(b)(4)) is 
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (9); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(8) SUBSTITUTION FOR TRANSPORTATION CON-
TROL MEASURES.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Transportation control 
measures that are specified in an implementa-
tion plan may be replaced or added to the imple-
mentation plan with alternate or additional 
transportation control measures if—

‘‘(i) the substitute measures achieve equiva-
lent or greater emissions reductions than the 
control measure to be replaced, as demonstrated 
with an analysis that is consistent with the cur-
rent methodology used for evaluating the re-
placed control measure in the implementation 
plan; 

‘‘(ii) the substitute control measures are imple-
mented—

‘‘(I) in accordance with a schedule that is 
consistent with the schedule provided for con-
trol measures in the implementation plan; or 

‘‘(II) if the implementation plan date for im-
plementation of the control measure to be re-
placed has passed, as soon as practicable after 
the implementation plan date but not later than 
the date on which emission reductions are nec-
essary to achieve the purpose of the implementa-
tion plan; 

‘‘(iii) the substitute and additional control 
measures are accompanied with evidence of ade-
quate personnel, funding, and authority under 
State or local law to implement, monitor, and 
enforce the control measures; 

‘‘(iv) the substitute and additional control 
measures were developed through a collabo-
rative process that included—

‘‘(I) participation by representatives of all af-
fected jurisdictions (including local air pollution 
control agencies, the State air pollution control 
agency, and State and local transportation 
agencies); 

‘‘(II) consultation with the Administrator; 
and 

‘‘(III) reasonable public notice and oppor-
tunity for comment; and 

‘‘(v) the metropolitan planning organization, 
State air pollution control agency, and the Ad-
ministrator concur with the equivalency of the 
substitute or additional control measures. 

‘‘(B) ADOPTION.—After carrying out subpara-
graph (A), a State shall adopt the substitute or 
additional transportation control measure in the 
applicable implementation plan. 

‘‘(C) NO REQUIREMENT FOR EXPRESS PERMIS-
SION.—The substitution or addition of a trans-
portation control measure in accordance with 
this paragraph shall not be contingent on there 
being any provision in the implementation plan 
that expressly permits such a substitution or ad-
dition. 

‘‘(D) NO REQUIREMENT FOR NEW CONFORMITY 
DETERMINATION.—The substitution or addition 
of a transportation control measure in accord-
ance with this paragraph shall not require—

‘‘(i) a new conformity determination for the 
transportation plan; or 

‘‘(ii) a revision of the implementation plan. 
‘‘(E) CONTINUATION OF CONTROL MEASURE 

BEING REPLACED.—A control measure that is 
being replaced by a substitute control measure 
under this paragraph shall remain in effect 
until the substitute control measure is approved. 
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‘‘(F) EFFECT OF ADOPTION.—Adoption of a 

substitute control measure shall constitute re-
scission of the previously applicable control 
measure.’’. 
SEC. 1618. AIR QUALITY MONITORING DATA IN-

FLUENCED BY EXCEPTIONAL 
EVENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 319 of the Clean Air 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7619) is amended—

(1) by striking the section heading and all 
that follows through ‘‘after notice and oppor-
tunity for public hearing’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 319. AIR QUALITY MONITORING. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—After notice and oppor-
tunity for public hearing’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) AIR QUALITY MONITORING DATA INFLU-

ENCED BY EXCEPTIONAL EVENTS.—
‘‘(1) DEFINITION OF EXCEPTIONAL EVENT.—In 

this section: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘exceptional 

event’ means an event that—
‘‘(i) affects air quality; 
‘‘(ii) is not reasonably controllable or prevent-

able; 
‘‘(iii) is—
‘‘(I) a natural event; or 
‘‘(II) an event caused by human activity that 

is unlikely to recur at a particular location; and 
‘‘(iv) is determined by the Administrator 

through the process established in the regula-
tions promulgated under paragraph (2) to be an 
exceptional event. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘exceptional 
event’ does not include—

‘‘(i) stagnation of air masses or meteorological 
inversions; 

‘‘(ii) a meteorological event involving high 
temperatures or lack of precipitation; or 

‘‘(iii) air pollution relating to source non-
compliance. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—
‘‘(A) PROPOSED REGULATIONS.—Not later than 

March 1, 2005, after consultation with Federal 
land managers and State air pollution control 
agencies, the Administrator shall publish in the 
Federal Register proposed regulations governing 
the review and handling of air quality moni-
toring data influenced by exceptional events. 

‘‘(B) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date on which the Administrator 
publishes proposed regulations under subpara-
graph (A), and after providing an opportunity 
for interested persons to make oral presentations 
of views, data, and arguments regarding the 
proposed regulations, the Administrator shall 
promulgate final regulations governing the re-
view and handling or air quality monitoring 
data influenced by an exceptional event that 
are consistent with paragraph (3). 

‘‘(3) PRINCIPLES AND REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(A) PRINCIPLES.—In promulgating regula-

tions under this section, the Administrator shall 
follow—

‘‘(i) the principle that protection of public 
health is the highest priority; 

‘‘(ii) the principle that timely information 
should be provided to the public in any case in 
which the air quality is unhealthy; 

‘‘(iii) the principle that all ambient air quality 
data should be included in a timely manner, an 
appropriate Federal air quality database that is 
accessible to the public; 

‘‘(iv) the principle that each State must take 
necessary measures to safeguard public health 
regardless of the source of the air pollution; and 

‘‘(v) the principle that air quality data should 
be carefully screened to ensure that events not 
likely to recur are represented accurately in all 
monitoring data and analyses. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Regulations promul-
gated under this section shall, at a minimum, 
provide that—

‘‘(i) the occurrence of an exceptional event 
must be demonstrated by reliable, accurate data 
that is promptly produced and provided by Fed-
eral, State, or local government agencies; 

‘‘(ii) a clear causal relationship must exist be-
tween the measured exceedances of a national 
ambient air quality standard and the excep-
tional event to demonstrate that the exceptional 
event caused a specific air pollution concentra-
tion at a particular air quality monitoring loca-
tion; 

‘‘(iii) there is a public process for determining 
whether an event is exceptional; and 

‘‘(iv) there are criteria and procedures for the 
Governor of a State to petition the Adminis-
trator to exclude air quality monitoring data 
that is directly due to exceptional events from 
use in determinations by the Environmental 
Protection Agency with respect to exceedances 
or violations of the national ambient air quality 
standards. 

‘‘(4) INTERIM PROVISION.—Until the effective 
date of a regulation promulgated under para-
graph (2), the following guidance issued by the 
Administrator shall continue to apply: 

‘‘(A) Guidance on the identification and use 
of air quality data affected by exceptional 
events (July 1986). 

‘‘(B) Areas affected by PM–10 natural events, 
May 30, 1996. 

‘‘(C) Appendices I, K, and N to part 50 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations.’’. 
SEC. 1619. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

Section 176(c)(4) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7506(c)(4) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 
through (D) as subparagraphs (D) through (F), 
respectively; 

(2) by striking ‘‘(4)(A) No later than one year 
after the date of enactment of the Clean Air Act 
Amendments of 1990, the Administrator shall 
promulgate’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(4) CRITERIA AND PROCEDURES FOR DETER-
MINING CONFORMITY.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
promulgate, and periodically update,’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (A)—
(A) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘No 

later than one year after such date of enact-
ment, the Administrator, with the concurrence 
of the Secretary of Transportation, shall pro-
mulgate’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) TRANSPORTATION PLANS, PROGRAMS, AND 
PROJECTS.—The Administrator, with the concur-
rence of the Secretary of Transportation, shall 
promulgate, and periodically update,’’; and 

(B) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘A suit’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(C) CIVIL ACTION TO COMPEL PROMULGA-
TION.—A civil action’’; and 

(4) by striking subparagraph (E) (as redesig-
nated by paragraph (1)) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(E) INCLUSION OF CRITERIA AND PROCEDURES 
IN SIP.—Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2003, 
the procedures under subparagraph (A) shall in-
clude a requirement that each State include in 
the State implementation plan criteria and pro-
cedures for consultation in accordance with the 
Administrator’s criteria and procedures for con-
sultation required by subparagraph (D)(i).’’. 
SEC. 1620. HIGHWAY STORMWATER DISCHARGE 

MITIGATION PROGRAM. 
(a) HIGHWAY STORMWATER MITIGATION 

PROJECTS.—Section 133(d) of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 
1401(a)(2)(B)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(5) HIGHWAY STORMWATER DISCHARGE MITI-
GATION PROJECTS.—Of the amount apportioned 
to a State under section 104(b)(3) for a fiscal 
year, 2 percent shall be available only for 
projects and activities carried out under section 
167.’’. 

(b) HIGHWAY STORMWATER DISCHARGE MITI-
GATION PROGRAM.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1601(a)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘§ 167. Highway stormwater discharge mitiga-
tion program 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis-

trator’ means the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE MITIGATION PROJECT.—The term 
‘eligible mitigation project’ means a practice or 
technique that—

‘‘(A) improves stormwater discharge water 
quality; 

‘‘(B) attains preconstruction hydrology; 
‘‘(C) promotes infiltration of stormwater into 

groundwater; 
‘‘(D) recharges groundwater; 
‘‘(E) minimizes stream bank erosion; 
‘‘(F) promotes natural filters; 
‘‘(G) otherwise mitigates water quality im-

pacts of highway stormwater discharges, im-
proves surface water quality, or enhances 
groundwater recharge; or 

‘‘(H) reduces flooding caused by highway 
stormwater discharge. 

‘‘(3) FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY AND ASSOCIATED 
FACILITY.—The term ‘Federal-aid highway and 
associated facility’ means—

‘‘(A) a Federal-aid highway; or 
‘‘(B) a facility or land owned by a State (or 

political subdivision of a State) that is directly 
associated with the Federal-aid highway. 

‘‘(4) HIGHWAY STORMWATER DISCHARGE.—The 
term ‘highway stormwater discharge’ means 
stormwater discharge from a Federal-aid high-
way, or a Federal-aid highway and associated 
facility, that was constructed before the date of 
enactment of this section. 

‘‘(5) HIGHWAY STORMWATER DISCHARGE MITI-
GATION.—The term ‘highway stormwater dis-
charge mitigation’ means—

‘‘(A) the reduction of water quality impacts of 
stormwater discharges from Federal-aid high-
ways or Federal-aid highways and associated 
facilities; or 

‘‘(B) the enhancement of groundwater re-
charge from stormwater discharges from Fed-
eral-aid highways or Federal-aid highways and 
associated facilities. 

‘‘(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the highway stormwater discharge mitigation 
program established under subsection (b). 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a highway stormwater discharge mitiga-
tion program—

‘‘(1) to improve the quality of stormwater dis-
charge from Federal-aid highways or Federal-
aid highways and associated facilities; and 

‘‘(2) to enhance groundwater recharge. 
‘‘(c) PRIORITY OF PROJECTS.—For projects 

funded from the allocation under section 
133(d)(6), a State shall give priority to projects 
sponsored by a State or local government that 
assist the State or local government in com-
plying with the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

‘‘(d) GUIDANCE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this section, the 
Secretary, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator, shall issue guidance to assist States in 
carrying out this section. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR GUIDANCE.—The 
guidance issued under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude information concerning innovative tech-
nologies and nonstructural best management 
practices to mitigate highway stormwater dis-
charges.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1601(b), is 
amended by inserting after the item relating to 
section 166 the following:
‘‘167. Highway stormwater discharge mitigation 

program.’’.
Subtitle G—Operations 

SEC. 1701. TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGE-
MENT AND OPERATIONS. 

(a) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM ELI-
GIBILITY.—Section 133(b) of title 23, United 
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States Code (as amended by section 1601(a)(2)), 
is amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(16) Regional transportation operations col-
laboration and coordination activities that are 
associated with regional improvements, such as 
traffic incident management, technology deploy-
ment, emergency management and response, 
traveler information, and regional congestion 
relief. 

‘‘(17) RUSH HOUR CONGESTION RELIEF.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), a State may spend not more than 2 percent 
of the funds apportioned under this section to 
reduce traffic delays caused by motor vehicle ac-
cidents and breakdowns on highways during 
peak driving times. 

‘‘(B) USE OF FUNDS.—A State, metropolitan 
planning organization, or local government may 
use the funds under subparagraph (A)—

‘‘(i) to develop a region-wide coordinated plan 
to mitigate traffic delays caused by motor vehi-
cle accidents and breakdowns; 

‘‘(ii) to purchase or lease telecommunications 
equipment for first responders; 

‘‘(iii) to purchase or lease towing and recovery 
services; 

‘‘(iv) to pay contractors for towing and recov-
ery; 

‘‘(v) to rent vehicle storage areas adjacent to 
roadways; 

‘‘(vi) to fund service patrols, equipment, and 
operations; 

‘‘(vii) to purchase incident detection equip-
ment; 

‘‘(viii) to carry out training.’’. 
(b) CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY 

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY.—Section 
149(b)(5) of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting ‘‘improve transportation 
systems management and operations,’’ after 
‘‘intersections,’’. 

(c) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 
AND OPERATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1620(b)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘§ 168. Transportation systems management 

and operations 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a transportation systems management and 
operations program to—

‘‘(1) ensure efficient and effective transpor-
tation systems management and operations on 
Federal-aid highways through collaboration, co-
ordination, and real-time information sharing at 
a regional and Statewide level among—

‘‘(A) managers and operators of major modes 
of transportation; 

‘‘(B) public safety officials; and 
‘‘(C) the general public; and 
‘‘(2) manage and operate Federal-aid high-

ways in a coordinated manner to preserve the 
capacity and maximize the performance of high-
way and transit facilities for travelers and car-
riers. 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the pro-

gram under subsection (a), the Secretary may 
carry out activities to—

‘‘(A) encourage managers and operators of 
major modes of transportation, public safety of-
ficials, and transportation planners in urban-
ized areas that are responsible for conducting 
the day-to-day management, operations, public 
safety, and planning of transportation facilities 
and services to collaborate on and coordinate, 
on a regional level and in a continuous and sus-
tained manner, improved transportation systems 
management and operations; and 

‘‘(B) encourage States to—
‘‘(i) establish a system of basic real-time moni-

toring for the surface transportation system; 
and 

‘‘(ii) provide the means to share the data 
gathered under clause (i) among—

‘‘(I) highway, transit, and public safety agen-
cies; 

‘‘(II) jurisdictions (including States, cities, 
counties, and metropolitan planning organiza-
tions); 

‘‘(III) private-sector entities; and 
‘‘(IV) the general public. 
‘‘(2) ACTIVITIES.—Activities to be carried out 

under paragraph (1) include—
‘‘(A) developing a regional concept of oper-

ations that defines a regional strategy shared by 
all transportation and public safety participants 
with respect to the manner in which the trans-
portation systems of the region should be man-
aged, operated, and measured; 

‘‘(B) the sharing of information among opera-
tors, service providers, public safety officials, 
and the general public; and 

‘‘(C) guiding, in a regionally-coordinated 
manner and in a manner consistent with and 
integrated into the metropolitan and statewide 
transportation planning processes and regional 
intelligent transportation system architecture, 
the implementation of regional transportation 
system management and operations initiatives, 
including—

‘‘(i) emergency evacuation and response; 
‘‘(ii) traffic incident management; 
‘‘(iii) technology deployment; and 
‘‘(iv) traveler information systems delivery. 
‘‘(c) COOPERATION.—In carrying out the pro-

gram under subsection (a), the Secretary may 
assist and cooperate with other Federal agen-
cies, State and local governments, metropolitan 
planning organizations, private industry, and 
other interested parties to improve regional col-
laboration and real-time information sharing be-
tween managers and operators of major modes 
of transportation, public safety officials, emer-
gency managers, and the general public to in-
crease the security, safety, and reliability of 
Federal-aid highways. 

‘‘(d) GUIDANCE; REGULATIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the pro-

gram under subsection (a), the Secretary may 
issue guidance or promulgate regulations for the 
procurement of transportation system manage-
ment and operations facilities, equipment, and 
services, including—

‘‘(A) equipment procured in preparation for 
natural disasters, disasters caused by human 
activity, and emergencies; 

‘‘(B) system hardware; 
‘‘(C) software; and 
‘‘(D) software integration services. 
‘‘(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In developing the 

guidance or regulations under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary may consider innovative procure-
ment methods that support the timely and 
streamlined execution of transportation system 
management and operations programs and 
projects. 

‘‘(3) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 
may authorize the use of funds made available 
under section 104(b)(3) to provide assistance for 
regional operations collaboration and coordina-
tion activities that are associated with regional 
improvements, such as—

‘‘(A) traffic incident management; 
‘‘(B) technology deployment; 
‘‘(C) emergency management and response; 
‘‘(D) traveler information; and 
‘‘(E) congestion relief.’’. 
(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 

for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1620(c)), is 
amended by adding at the end:
‘‘168. Transportation systems management and 

operations.’’.

SEC. 1702. REAL-TIME SYSTEM MANAGEMENT IN-
FORMATION PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1701(c)(1)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘§ 169. Real-time system management informa-

tion program 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a real-time system management information 
program to—

‘‘(1) provide a nationwide system of basic real-
time information for managing and operating 
the surface transportation system; 

‘‘(2)(A) identify long-range real-time highway 
and transit monitoring needs; and 

‘‘(B) develop plans and strategies for meeting 
those needs; 

‘‘(3) provide the capability and means to share 
the basic real-time information with State and 
local governments and the traveling public; and 

‘‘(4) provide the nationwide capability to mon-
itor, in real-time, the traffic and travel condi-
tions of major highways in the United States, 
and to share that information with State and 
local governments and the traveling public, to—

‘‘(A) improve the security of the surface trans-
portation system; 

‘‘(B) address congestion problems; 
‘‘(C) support improved response to weather 

events; and 
‘‘(D) facilitate the distribution of national 

and regional traveler information. 
‘‘(b) DATA EXCHANGE FORMATS.—Not later 

than 1 year after the date of enactment of this 
section, the Secretary shall establish data ex-
change formats to ensure that the data provided 
by highway and transit monitoring systems (in-
cluding statewide incident reporting systems) 
can readily be exchanged between jurisdictions 
to facilitate the nationwide availability of infor-
mation on traffic and travel conditions. 

‘‘(c) STATEWIDE INCIDENT REPORTING SYS-
TEM.—Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this section, or not later than 5 
years after the date of enactment of this section 
if the Secretary determines that adequate real-
time communications capability will not be 
available within 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this section, each State shall establish a 
statewide incident reporting system to facilitate 
the real-time electronic reporting of highway 
and transit incidents to a central location for 
use in—

‘‘(1) monitoring an incident; 
‘‘(2) providing accurate traveler information 

on the incident; and 
‘‘(3) responding to the incident as appro-

priate. 
‘‘(d) REGIONAL ITS ARCHITECTURE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In developing or updating 

regional intelligent transportation system archi-
tectures under section 940.9 of title 23, Code of 
Federal Regulations (or any successor regula-
tion), States and local governments shall ad-
dress—

‘‘(A) the real-time highway and transit infor-
mation needs of the State or local government, 
including coverage, monitoring systems, data fu-
sion and archiving, and methods of exchanging 
or sharing information; and 

‘‘(B) the systems needed to meet those needs. 
‘‘(2) DATA EXCHANGE FORMATS.—In developing 

or updating regional intelligent transportation 
system architectures, States and local govern-
ments are encouraged to incorporate the data 
exchange formats developed by the Secretary 
under subsection (b) to ensure that the data 
provided by highway and transit monitoring 
systems can readily be—

‘‘(A) exchanged between jurisdictions; and 
‘‘(B) shared with the traveling public. 
‘‘(e) ELIGIBLE FUNDING.—Subject to project 

approval by the Secretary, a State may—
‘‘(1) use funds apportioned to the State under 

section 505(a) to carry out activities relating to 
the planning of real-time monitoring elements; 
and 

‘‘(2) use funds apportioned to the State under 
paragraphs (1) and (3) of section 104(b) to carry 
out activities relating to the planning and de-
ployment of real-time monitoring elements.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1701(c)(2)), 
is amended adding at the end the following:

‘‘169. Real-time system management information 
program.’’.
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Subtitle H—Federal-Aid Stewardship 

SEC. 1801. FUTURE INTERSTATE SYSTEM ROUTES. 
Section 103(c)(4)(B) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended—
(1) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘12’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘25’’; and 
(2) in clause (iii)—
(A) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘in the agree-

ment between the Secretary and the State or 
States’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(III) EXISTING AGREEMENTS.—An agreement 

described in clause (ii) that is entered into be-
fore the date of enactment of this subparagraph 
shall be deemed to include the 25-year time limi-
tation described in that clause, regardless of 
any earlier construction completion date in the 
agreement.’’. 
SEC. 1802. STEWARDSHIP AND OVERSIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (e) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(e) VALUE ENGINEERING ANALYSIS.—
‘‘(1) DEFINITION OF VALUE ENGINEERING ANAL-

YSIS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In this subsection, the term 

‘value engineering analysis’ means a systematic 
process of review and analysis of a project, dur-
ing the design phase, by a multidisciplined team 
of persons not involved in the project, that is 
conducted to provide recommendations such as 
recommendations described in subparagraph (B) 
for—

‘‘(i) reducing the total cost of the project; and 
‘‘(ii) improving the quality of the project. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The recommendations re-

ferred to in subparagraph (A) include, with re-
spect to a project—

‘‘(i) combining or eliminating otherwise ineffi-
cient use of expensive parts of the original pro-
posal design for the project; and 

‘‘(ii) completely redesigning the project using 
different technologies, materials, or methods so 
as to accomplish the original purpose of the 
project. 

‘‘(2) ANALYSIS.—The State shall provide a 
value engineering analysis or other cost-reduc-
tion analysis for—

‘‘(A) each project on the Federal-Aid System 
with an estimated total cost of $25,000,000 or 
more; 

‘‘(B) a bridge project with an estimated total 
cost of $20,000,000 or more; and 

‘‘(C) any other project the Secretary deter-
mines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(3) MAJOR PROJECTS.—The Secretary may re-
quire more than 1 analysis described in para-
graph (2) for a major project described in sub-
section (h). 

‘‘(4) REQUIREMENTS.—Analyses described in 
paragraph (1) for a bridge project shall—

‘‘(A) include bridge substructure requirements 
based on construction material; and 

‘‘(B) be evaluated—
‘‘(i) on engineering and economic bases, tak-

ing into consideration acceptable designs for 
bridges; and 

‘‘(ii) using an analysis of life-cycle costs and 
duration of project construction.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsections (g) and (h) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(g) OVERSIGHT PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) PROGRAM.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish an oversight program to monitor the effec-
tive and efficient use of funds made available 
under this title. 

‘‘(B) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—At a min-
imum, the program shall monitor and respond to 
all areas relating to financial integrity and 
project delivery. 

‘‘(2) FINANCIAL INTEGRITY.—
‘‘(A) FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall perform 

annual reviews of the financial management 
systems of State transportation departments 

that affect projects approved under subsection 
(a). 

‘‘(ii) REVIEW AREAS.—In carrying out clause 
(i), the Secretary shall use risk assessment pro-
cedures to identify areas to be reviewed. 

‘‘(B) PROJECT COSTS.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(i) develop minimum standards for estimating 

project costs; and 
‘‘(ii) periodically evaluate practices of the 

States for—
‘‘(I) estimating project costs; 
‘‘(II) awarding contracts; and 
‘‘(III) reducing project costs. 
‘‘(C) RESPONSIBILITY OF THE STATES.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall be respon-

sible for ensuring that subrecipients of Federal 
funds within the State under this section have—

‘‘(I) sufficient accounting controls to properly 
manage the Federal funds; and 

‘‘(II) adequate project delivery systems for 
projects approved under this section. 

‘‘(ii) REVIEW BY SECRETARY.—The Secretary 
shall periodically review monitoring by the 
States of those subrecipients. 

‘‘(3) PROJECT DELIVERY.—The Secretary 
shall—

‘‘(A) perform annual reviews of the project de-
livery system of each State, including analysis 
of 1 or more activities that are involved in the 
life cycle of a project; and 

‘‘(B) employ risk assessment procedures to 
identify areas to be reviewed. 

‘‘(4) SPECIFIC OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITIES.—
Nothing in this section discharges or otherwise 
affects any oversight responsibility of the Sec-
retary—

‘‘(A) specifically provided for under this title 
or other Federal law; or 

‘‘(B) for the design and construction of all 
Appalachian development highways under sec-
tion 14501 of title 40 or section 170 of this title. 

‘‘(h) MAJOR PROJECTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this section, a recipient of Federal 
financial assistance for a project under this title 
with an estimated total cost of $1,000,000,000 or 
more, and recipients for such other projects as 
may be identified by the Secretary, shall submit 
to the Secretary for each project—

‘‘(A) a project management plan; and 
‘‘(B) an annual financial plan. 
‘‘(2) PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN.—A project 

management plan shall document—
‘‘(A) the procedures and processes that are in 

effect to provide timely information to the 
project decisionmakers to effectively manage the 
scope, costs, schedules, and quality of, and the 
Federal requirements applicable to, the project; 
and 

‘‘(B) the role of the agency leadership and 
management team in the delivery of the project. 

‘‘(3) FINANCIAL PLAN.—A financial plan 
shall—

‘‘(A) be based on detailed estimates of the cost 
to complete the project; and 

‘‘(B) provide for the annual submission of up-
dates to the Secretary that are based on reason-
able assumptions, as determined by the Sec-
retary, of future increases in the cost to com-
plete the project. 

‘‘(i) OTHER PROJECTS.—A recipient of Federal 
financial assistance for a project under this title 
that receives $100,000,000 or more in Federal as-
sistance for the project, and that is not covered 
by subsection (h), shall prepare, and make 
available to the Secretary at the request of the 
Secretary, an annual financial plan for the 
project.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) Section 114(a) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended—
(A) in the first sentence by striking ‘‘high-

ways or portions of highways located on a Fed-
eral-aid system’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal-aid 
highway or a portion of a Federal-aid high-
way’’; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence and insert-
ing ‘‘The Secretary shall have the right to con-

duct such inspections and take such corrective 
action as the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate.’’. 

(2) Section 117 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended—

(A) by striking subsection (d); and 
(B) by redesignating subsections (e) through 

(h) as subsections (d) through (g), respectively. 
(c) CONTRACTOR SUSPENSION AND DEBARMENT 

POLICY; SHARING FRAUD MONETARY RECOV-
ERIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 307 of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 307. Contractor suspension and debarment 

policy; sharing fraud monetary recoveries 
‘‘(a) MANDATORY ENFORCEMENT POLICY.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, the Secretary— 
‘‘(A) shall debar any contractor or subcon-

tractor convicted of a criminal or civil offense 
involving fraud relating to a project receiving 
Federal highway or transit funds for such pe-
riod as the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate; and 

‘‘(B) subject to approval by the Attorney Gen-
eral—

‘‘(i) except as provided in paragraph (2), shall 
suspend any contractor or subcontractor upon 
indictment for criminal or civil offenses involv-
ing fraud; and 

‘‘(ii) may exclude nonaffiliated subsidiaries of 
a debarred business entity. 

‘‘(2) NATIONAL SECURITY EXCEPTION.—If the 
Secretary finds that mandatory debarment or 
suspension of a contractor or subcontractor 
under paragraph (1) would be contrary to the 
national security of the United States, the Sec-
retary—

‘‘(A) may waive the debarment or suspension; 
and 

‘‘(B) in the instance of each waiver, shall pro-
vide notification to Congress of the waiver with 
appropriate details. 

‘‘(b) SHARING OF MONETARY RECOVERIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law—
‘‘(A) monetary judgments accruing to the Fed-

eral Government from judgments in Federal 
criminal prosecutions and civil judgments per-
taining to fraud in highway and transit pro-
grams shall be shared with the State or local 
transit agency involved; and 

‘‘(B) the State or local transit agency shall 
use the funds for transportation infrastructure 
and oversight activities relating to programs au-
thorized under title 23 and this title. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT.—The amount of recovered 
funds to be shared with an affected State or 
local transit agency shall be—

‘‘(A) determined by the Attorney General, in 
consultation with the Secretary; and 

‘‘(B) considered to be Federal funds to be used 
in compliance with other relevant Federal trans-
portation laws (including regulations). 

‘‘(3) FRAUDULENT ACTIVITY.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not apply in any case in which a State or 
local transit agency is found by the Attorney 
General, in consultation with the Secretary, to 
have been involved or negligent with respect to 
the fraudulent activities.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 3 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by striking the item relating to section 
307 and inserting the following:
‘‘307. Contractor suspension and debarment pol-

icy; sharing fraud monetary re-
coveries.’’.

SEC. 1803. DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACTING. 
Section 112(b)(3) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended by striking subparagraph (C) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED PROJECTS.—A qualified 
project referred to in subparagraph (A) is a 
project under this chapter (including intermodal 
projects) for which the Secretary has approved 
the use of design-build contracting under cri-
teria specified in regulations promulgated by the 
Secretary.’’. 
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SEC. 1804. PROGRAM EFFICIENCIES—FINANCE. 

(a) ADVANCE CONSTRUCTION.—Section 115 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); 

(2) by redesignating subsections (a)(2), 
(a)(2)(A), and (a)(2)(B) as subsections (c), (c)(1), 
and (c)(2), respectively, and indenting appro-
priately; 

(3) by striking ‘‘(a) CONGESTION.—’’ and all 
that follows through subsection (a)(1)(B); 

(4) by striking subsection (b); and 
(5) by inserting after the section heading the 

following: 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may author-

ize a State to proceed with a project authorized 
under this title—

‘‘(1) without the use of Federal funds; and 
‘‘(2) in accordance with all procedures and re-

quirements applicable to the project other than 
those procedures and requirements that limit the 
State to implementation of a project—

‘‘(A) with the aid of Federal funds previously 
apportioned or allocated to the State; or 

‘‘(B) with obligation authority previously al-
located to the State. 

‘‘(b) OBLIGATION OF FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
Secretary, on the request of a State and execu-
tion of a project agreement, may obligate all or 
a portion of the Federal share of the project au-
thorized under this section from any category of 
funds for which the project is eligible.’’. 

(b) OBLIGATION AND RELEASE OF FUNDS.—Sec-
tion 118 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(d) OBLIGATION AND RELEASE OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds apportioned or allo-

cated to a State for a particular purpose for any 
fiscal year shall be considered to be obligated if 
a sum equal to the total of the funds appor-
tioned or allocated to the State for that purpose 
for that fiscal year and previous fiscal years is 
obligated. 

‘‘(2) RELEASED FUNDS.—Any funds released by 
the final payment for a project, or by modifying 
the project agreement for a project, shall be—

‘‘(A) credited to the same class of funds pre-
viously apportioned or allocated to the State; 
and 

‘‘(B) immediately available for obligation. 
‘‘(3) NET OBLIGATIONS.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law (including a regulation), 
obligations recorded against funds made avail-
able under this section shall be recorded and re-
ported as net obligations.’’. 
SEC. 1805. SET-ASIDES FOR INTERSTATE DISCRE-

TIONARY PROJECTS. 
Section 118(c)(1) of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘$50,000,000’’ and all that fol-

lows through ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘$100,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Transportation Equity Act for 
the 21st Century’’ and inserting ‘‘Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003’’. 
SEC. 1806. FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAYS PROGRAM. 

(a) FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 120(k) of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘Federal-aid highway’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘section 104’’ and inserting 

‘‘this title or chapter 53 of title 49’’. 
(2) TECHNICAL REFERENCES.—Section 120(l) of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 104’’ and inserting ‘‘this title or 
chapter 53 of title 49’’. 

(b) PAYMENTS TO FEDERAL AGENCIES FOR FED-
ERAL-AID PROJECTS.—Section 132 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking the first 2 sentences and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In a case in which a pro-
posed Federal-aid project is to be undertaken by 
a Federal agency in accordance with an agree-
ment between a State and the Federal agency, 
the State may—

‘‘(1) direct the Secretary to transfer the funds 
for the Federal share of the project directly to 
the Federal agency; or 

‘‘(2) make such deposit with, or payment to, 
the Federal agency as is required to meet the ob-
ligation of the State under the agreement for the 
work undertaken or to be undertaken by the 
Federal agency. 

‘‘(b) REIMBURSEMENT.—On execution of a 
project agreement with a State described in sub-
section (a), the Secretary may reimburse the 
State, using any available funds, for the esti-
mated Federal share under this title of the obli-
gation of the State deposited or paid under sub-
section (a)(2).’’; and 

(2) in the last sentence, by striking ‘‘Any 
sums’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) RECOVERY AND CREDITING OF FUNDS.—
Any sums’’. 

(c) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 202 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) On Octo-
ber 1’’ and all that follows through ‘‘Such allo-
cation’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ALLOCATION BASED ON NEED.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—On October 1 of each fiscal 

year, the Secretary shall allocate sums author-
ized to be appropriated for the fiscal year for 
forest development roads and trails according to 
the relative needs of the various national forests 
and grassland. 

‘‘(2) PLANNING.—The allocation under para-
graph (1)’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(b) ALLOCATION FOR PUBLIC LANDS HIGH-
WAYS.—

‘‘(1) PUBLIC LANDS HIGHWAYS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—On October 1 of each fiscal 

year, the Secretary shall allocate 331⁄3 percent of 
the sums authorized to be appropriated for that 
fiscal year for public lands highways among 
those States having unappropriated or unre-
served public lands, or nontaxable Indian lands 
or other Federal reservations, on the basis of 
need in the States, respectively, as determined 
by the Secretary, on application of the State 
transportation departments of the respective 
States. 

‘‘(B) PREFERENCE.—In making the allocation 
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall 
give preference to those projects that are signifi-
cantly impacted by Federal land and resource 
management activities that are proposed by a 
State that contains at least 3 percent of the total 
public land in the United States. 

‘‘(2) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—On October 1 of each fiscal 

year, the Secretary shall allocate 662⁄3 percent of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated for pub-
lic lands highways for forest highways in ac-
cordance with section 134 of the Federal-Aid 
Highway Act of 1987 (23 U.S.C. 202 note; 101 
Stat. 173). 

‘‘(B) PUBLIC ACCESS TO AND WITHIN NATIONAL 
FOREST SYSTEM.—In making the allocation 
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall 
give equal consideration to projects that provide 
access to and within the National Forest Sys-
tem, as identified by the Secretary of Agri-
culture through—

‘‘(i) renewable resource and land use plan-
ning; and 

‘‘(ii) assessments of the impact of that plan-
ning on transportation facilities.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(c) On’’ and inserting the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(c) PARK ROADS AND PARKWAYS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—On’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF QUALIFYING NATIONAL 

PARK.—In this paragraph, the term ‘‘qualifying 
national park’’ means a National Park that is 
used more than 1,000,000 recreational visitor 
days per year, based on an average of the 3 most 
recent years of available data from the National 
Park Service. 

‘‘(B) PRIORITY.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, with respect to funds author-
ized for park roads and parkways, the Secretary 
shall give priority in the allocation of funds to 
projects for highways that—

‘‘(i) are located in, or provide access to, a 
qualifying National Park; and 

‘‘(ii) were initially constructed before 1940. 
‘‘(C) PRIORITY CONFLICTS.—If there is a con-

flict between projects described in subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall give highest priority to 
projects that—

‘‘(i) are in, or that provide access to, parks 
that are adjacent to a National Park of a for-
eign country; or 

‘‘(ii) are located in more than 1 State;’’; 
(4) in subsection (d)—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘1999’’ and inserting ‘‘2005’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘1999’’ and inserting ‘‘2005’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘2000’’ and inserting ‘‘2005’’; 
(ii) in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (D), by 

striking ‘‘2000’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘2005’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘1999’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘2004’’; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) TRANSFERRED FUNDS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days after 

the date on which funds are made available to 
the Secretary of the Interior under this para-
graph, the funds shall be distributed to, and 
available for immediate use by, the eligible In-
dian tribes, in accordance with the formula ap-
plicable for each fiscal year. 

‘‘(ii) FORMULA.—If the Secretary of the Inte-
rior has not promulgated final regulations for 
the distribution of funds under clause (i) for a 
fiscal year by the date on which the funds for 
the fiscal year are required to be distributed 
under that clause, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall distribute the funds under clause (i) in ac-
cordance with the applicable funding formula 
for the preceding year.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)(A)—
(i) by striking ‘‘under this title’’ and inserting 

‘‘under this chapter and section 125(e)’’; and 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘and the approved Indian 

reservation road transportation improvement 
program’’ before the period at the end; and 

(D) in paragraph (4)—
(i) in subparagraph (B)—
(I) by striking ‘‘(B) RESERVATION.—Of the 

amounts’’ and all that follows through ‘‘to re-
place,’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) FUNDING.—
‘‘(i) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—Of the amounts 

authorized to be appropriated for Indian res-
ervation roads for each fiscal year, the Sec-
retary, in cooperation with the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall reserve not less than $15,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009 to 
carry out planning, design, engineering, 
preconstruction, construction, and inspection of 
projects to replace,’’; and 

(II) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) AVAILABILITY.—Funds made available to 

carry out this subparagraph shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if the 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1.’’; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (D) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(D) APPROVAL REQUIREMENT.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), on re-

quest by an Indian tribe or the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary may make funds avail-
able under this subsection for preliminary engi-
neering for Indian reservation road bridge 
projects. 

‘‘(ii) CONSTRUCTION AND CONSTRUCTION ENGI-
NEERING.—The Secretary may make funds avail-
able under clause (i) for construction and con-
struction engineering only after approval by the 
Secretary of applicable plans, specifications, 
and estimates.’’; and 
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(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(f) ADMINISTRATION OF INDIAN RESERVATION 

ROADS.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, for any fiscal year not more than 6 per-
cent of the contract authority amounts made 
available from the Highway Trust Fund to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs under this title shall 
be used to pay the expenses incurred by the Bu-
reau in administering the Indian reservation 
roads program (including the administrative ex-
penses relating to individual projects associated 
with the Indian reservation roads program).’’. 

(d) PLANNING AND AGENCY COORDINATION.—
Section 204 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by inserting ‘‘refuge 
roads,’’ after ‘‘parkways,’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds available for public 

lands highways, recreation roads, park roads 
and parkways, forest highways, and Indian res-
ervation roads shall be used by the Secretary 
and the Secretary of the appropriate Federal 
land management agency to pay the cost of 
transportation planning, research, engineering, 
operation and maintenance of transit facilities, 
and construction of the highways, roads, park-
ways, forest highways, and transit facilities lo-
cated on public land, national parks, and In-
dian reservations. 

‘‘(2) CONTRACT.—In connection with an activ-
ity described in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
and the Secretary of the appropriate Federal 
land management agency may enter into a con-
struction contract or other appropriate agree-
ment with—

‘‘(A) a State (including a political subdivision 
of a State); or 

‘‘(B) an Indian tribe. 
‘‘(3) INDIAN RESERVATION ROADS.—In the case 

of an Indian reservation road—
‘‘(A) Indian labor may be used, in accordance 

with such rules and regulations as may be pro-
mulgated by the Secretary of the Interior, to 
carry out any construction or other activity de-
scribed in paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(B) funds made available to carry out this 
section may be used to pay bridge 
preconstruction costs (including planning, de-
sign, and engineering). 

‘‘(4) FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT.—No maximum on 
Federal employment shall be applicable to con-
struction or improvement of Indian reservation 
roads. 

‘‘(5) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds avail-
able under this section for each class of Federal 
lands highway shall be available for any kind 
of transportation project eligible for assistance 
under this title that is within or adjacent to, or 
that provides access to, the areas served by the 
particular class of Federal lands highway. 

‘‘(6) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—The Secretary 
of the Interior may reserve funds from adminis-
trative funds of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
that are associated with the Indian reservation 
road program to finance the Indian technical 
centers authorized under section 504(b).’’; and 

(3) in subsection (k)(1)—
(A) in subparagraph (B)—
(i) by striking ‘‘(2), (5),’’ and inserting ‘‘(2), 

(3), (5),’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) maintenance of public roads in national 

fish hatcheries under the jurisdiction of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service; 

‘‘(E) the non-Federal share of the cost of any 
project funded under this title or chapter 53 of 
title 49 that provides access to or within a wild-
life refuge; and 

‘‘(F) maintenance and improvement of rec-
reational trails (except that expenditures on 
trails under this subparagraph shall not exceed 
5 percent of available funds for each fiscal 
year).’’. 

(e) SAFETY.—
(1) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 202 of title 23, 

United States Code (as amended by subsection 
(c)(5)), is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(g) SAFETY.—Subject to paragraph (2), on 
October 1 of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall 
allocate the sums authorized to be appropriated 
for the fiscal year for safety as follows: 

‘‘(1) 12 percent to the Bureau of Reclamation. 
‘‘(2) 18 percent to the Bureau of Indian Af-

fairs. 
‘‘(3) 17 percent to the Bureau of Land Man-

agement. 
‘‘(4) 17 percent to the Forest Service. 
‘‘(5) 7 percent to the United States Fish and 

Wildlife Service. 
‘‘(6) 17 percent to the National Park Service. 
‘‘(7) 12 percent to the Corps of Engineers.’’. 
(2) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Section 203 of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting ‘‘safety projects or activities,’’ after ‘‘ref-
uge roads,’’ each place it appears. 

(3) USE OF FUNDING.—Section 204 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(l) SAFETY ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this title, funds made available for 
safety under this title shall be used by the Sec-
retary and the head of the appropriate Federal 
land management agency only to pay the costs 
of carrying out—

‘‘(A) transportation safety improvement ac-
tivities; 

‘‘(B) activities to eliminate high-accident loca-
tions; 

‘‘(C) projects to implement protective measures 
at, or eliminate, at-grade railway-highway 
crossings; 

‘‘(D) collection of safety information; 
‘‘(E) transportation planning projects or ac-

tivities; 
‘‘(F) bridge inspection; 
‘‘(G) development and operation of safety 

management systems; 
‘‘(H) highway safety education programs; and 
‘‘(I) other eligible safety projects and activities 

authorized under chapter 4. 
‘‘(2) CONTRACTS.—In carrying out paragraph 

(1), the Secretary and the Secretary of the ap-
propriate Federal land management agency may 
enter into contracts or agreements with—

‘‘(A) a State; 
‘‘(B) a political subdivision of a State; or 
‘‘(C) an Indian tribe. 
‘‘(3) EXCEPTION.—The cost sharing require-

ments under the Federal Water Project Recre-
ation Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–12 et seq.) shall not 
apply to funds made available to the Bureau of 
Reclamation under this subsection.’’. 

(f) RECREATION ROADS.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATIONS.—Section 201 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended in the first sen-
tence by inserting ‘‘recreation roads,’’ after 
‘‘public lands highways,’’. 

(2) ALLOCATIONS.—Section 202 of title 23, 
United States Code (as amended by subsection 
(e)(1)), is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) RECREATION ROADS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 

and (3), on October 1 of each fiscal year, the 
Secretary, after completing the transfer under 
subsection 204(i), shall allocate the sums author-
ized to be appropriated for the fiscal year for 
recreation roads as follows: 

‘‘(A) 8 percent to the Bureau of Reclamation. 
‘‘(B) 9 percent to the Corps of Engineers. 
‘‘(C) 13 percent to the Bureau of Land Man-

agement. 
‘‘(D) 70 percent to the Forest Service. 
‘‘(2) ALLOCATION WITHIN AGENCIES.—Recre-

ation road funds allocated to a Federal agency 
under paragraph (1) shall be allocated for 
projects and activities of the Federal agency ac-
cording to the relative needs of each area served 
by recreation roads under the jurisdiction of the 

Federal agency, as indicated in the approved 
transportation improvement program for each 
Federal agency.’’. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Section 203 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended—

(A) in the first sentence, by inserting ‘‘recre-
ation roads,’’ after ‘‘Indian reservation roads,’’; 
and 

(B) in the fourth sentence, by inserting ‘‘, 
recreation roads,’’ after ‘‘Indian roads’’. 

(4) USE OF FUNDING.—Section 204 of title 23, 
United States Code (as amended by subsection 
(e)(3)), is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(m) RECREATION ROADS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this title, funds made available for 
recreation roads under this title shall be used by 
the Secretary and the Secretary of the appro-
priate Federal land management agency only to 
pay the cost of—

‘‘(A) maintenance or improvements of existing 
recreation roads; 

‘‘(B) maintenance and improvements of eligi-
ble projects described in paragraph (1), (2), (3), 
(5), or (6) of subsection (h) that are located in 
or adjacent to Federal land under the jurisdic-
tion of—

‘‘(i) the Department of Agriculture 
‘‘(ii) the Department of Defense; or 
‘‘(iii) the Department of the Interior; 
‘‘(C) transportation planning and administra-

tive activities associated with those maintenance 
and improvements; and 

‘‘(D) the non-Federal share of the cost of any 
project funded under this title or chapter 53 of 
title 49 that provides access to or within Federal 
land described in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(2) CONTRACTS.—In carrying out paragraph 
(1), the Secretary and the Secretary of the ap-
propriate Federal land management agency may 
enter into contracts or agreements with—

‘‘(A) a State; 
‘‘(B) a political subdivision of a State; or 
‘‘(C) an Indian tribe. 
‘‘(3) NEW ROADS.—No funds made available 

under this section shall be used to pay the cost 
of the design or construction of new recreation 
roads. 

‘‘(4) COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL 
LAWS.—A maintenance or improvement project 
that is funded under this subsection, and that is 
consistent with or has been identified in a land 
use plan for an area under the jurisdiction of a 
Federal agency, shall not require any additional 
environmental reviews or assessments under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) if—

‘‘(A) the Federal agency that promulgated the 
land use plan analyzed the specific proposal for 
the maintenance or improvement project under 
that Act; and 

‘‘(B) as of the date on which the funds are to 
be expended, there are—

‘‘(i) no significant changes to the proposal 
bearing on environmental concerns; and 

‘‘(ii) no significant new information. 
‘‘(5) EXCEPTION.—The cost sharing require-

ments under the Federal Water Project Recre-
ation Act (16 U.S.C. 460l–12 et seq.) shall not 
apply to funds made available to the Bureau of 
Reclamation under this subsection.’’. 

(g) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) Sections 120(e) and 125(e) of title 23, 

United States Code, are amended by striking 
‘‘public lands highways,’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘public lands highways, recre-
ation roads,’’. 

(2) Sections 120(e), 125(e), 201, 202(a), and 203 
of title 23, United States Code, are amended by 
striking ‘‘forest development roads’’ each place 
it appears and inserting ‘‘National Forest Sys-
tem roads’’. 

(3) Section 202(e) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Refuge System,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Refuge System and the various 
national fish hatcheries,’’. 

(4) Section 204 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended—
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(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘public 

lands highways,’’ and inserting ‘‘public lands 
highways, recreation roads, forest highways,’’; 
and 

(B) in subsection (i), by striking ‘‘public lands 
highways’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘public lands highways, recreation roads, and 
forest highways’’. 

(5) Section 205 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended—

(A) by striking the section heading and insert-
ing the following: 
‘‘§ 205. National Forest System roads and 

trails’’; 
and 

(B) in subsections (a) and (d), by striking 
‘‘forest development roads’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘National Forest System 
roads’’. 

(6) The analysis for chapter 2 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by striking the 
item relating to section 205 and inserting the fol-
lowing:
‘‘205. National Forest System roads and trails.’’.

(7) Section 217(c) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘refuge roads,’’ 
after ‘‘Indian reservation roads,’’. 
SEC. 1807. EMERGENCY RELIEF. 

Section 125(c)(1) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$100,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$300,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1808. HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 144 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking the section heading and all 
that follows through subsection (a) and insert-
ing the following: 
‘‘§ 144. Highway bridge program 

‘‘(a) CONGRESSIONAL STATEMENT.—Congress 
finds and declares that it is in the vital interest 
of the United States that a highway bridge pro-
gram be established to enable States to improve 
the condition of their bridges through replace-
ment, rehabilitation, and systematic preventa-
tive maintenance on highway bridges over wa-
terways, other topographical barriers, other 
highways, or railroads at any time at which the 
States and the Secretary determine that a bridge 
is unsafe because of structural deficiencies, 
physical deterioration, or functional obsoles-
cence.’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (d) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(d) PARTICIPATION IN PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—On application by a State 

to the Secretary for assistance in replacing or 
rehabilitating a highway bridge that has been 
determined to be eligible for replacement or re-
habilitation under subsection (b) or (c), the Sec-
retary may approve Federal participation in—

‘‘(A) replacing the bridge with a comparable 
bridge; or 

‘‘(B) rehabilitating the bridge. 
‘‘(2) SPECIFIC KINDS OF REHABILITATION.—On 

application by a State to the Secretary for as-
sistance in painting, seismic retrofit, or prevent-
ative maintenance of, or installation of scour 
countermeasures or applying calcium magne-
sium acetate, sodium acetate/formate, or other 
environmentally acceptable, minimally corrosive 
anti-icing and de-icing compositions to, the 
structure of a highway bridge, the Secretary 
may approve Federal participation in the paint-
ing, seismic retrofit, or preventative mainte-
nance of, or installation of scour counter-
measures or application of acetate or sodium ac-
etate/formate or such anti-icing or de-icing com-
position to, the structure. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBILITY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

paragraph (B), the Secretary shall determine 
the eligibility of highway bridges for replace-
ment or rehabilitation for each State based on 
the number of unsafe highway bridges in the 
State. 

‘‘(B) PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE.—A State 
may carry out a project for preventative mainte-

nance on a bridge, seismic retrofit of a bridge, or 
installation of scour countermeasures to a 
bridge under this section without regard to 
whether the bridge is eligible for replacement or 
rehabilitation under this section.’’; 

(3) in subsection (e)—
(A) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘square 

footage’’ and inserting ‘‘area’’; 
(B) in the fourth sentence—
(i) by striking ‘‘by the total cost of any high-

way bridges constructed under subsection (m) in 
such State, relating to replacement of destroyed 
bridges and ferryboat services, and,’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘1997’’ and inserting ‘‘2003’’; 
and 

(C) in the seventh sentence, by striking ‘‘the 
Federal-aid primary system’’ and inserting 
‘‘Federal-aid highways’’; 

(4) by striking subsections (f) and (g) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(f) SET ASIDES.—
‘‘(1) DISCRETIONARY BRIDGE PROGRAM.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts authorized 

to be appropriated to carry out the bridge pro-
gram under this section for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2009, all but $150,000,000 shall be 
apportioned as provided in subsection (e). 

‘‘(B) AVAILABILITY.—The $150,000,000 referred 
to in subparagraph (A) shall be available at the 
discretion of the Secretary, except that not to 
exceed $25,000,000 of that amount shall be avail-
able only for projects for the seismic retrofit of 
bridges. 

‘‘(C) SET ASIDES.—For fiscal year 2004, the 
Secretary shall provide—

‘‘(i) $50,000,000 to the State of Nevada for con-
struction of a replacement of the federally-
owned bridge over the Hoover Dam in the Lake 
Mead National Recreation Area; and 

‘‘(ii) $50,000,000 to the State of Missouri for 
construction of a structure over the Mississippi 
River to connect the city of St. Louis, Missouri, 
to the State of Illinois. 

‘‘(2) OFF-SYSTEM BRIDGES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 15 percent of 

the amount apportioned to each State in each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009 shall be expended 
for projects to replace, rehabilitate, perform sys-
tematic preventative maintenance or seismic ret-
rofit, or apply calcium magnesium acetate, so-
dium acetate/formate, or other environmentally 
acceptable, minimally corrosive anti-icing and 
de-icing compositions or install scour counter-
measures to highway bridges located on public 
roads, other than those on a Federal-aid high-
way. 

‘‘(B) REDUCTION OF EXPENDITURES.—The Sec-
retary, after consultation with State and local 
officials, may, with respect to the State, reduce 
the requirement for expenditure for bridges not 
on a Federal-aid highway if the Secretary deter-
mines that the State has inadequate needs to 
justify the expenditure.’’; 

(5) in subsection (i)—
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(C) by striking ‘‘Such reports’’ and all that 

follows through ‘‘to Congress.’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) biennially submit such reports as are re-

quired under this subsection to the appropriate 
committees of Congress simultaneously with the 
report required by section 502(g).’’; 

(6) in the first sentence of subsection (n), by 
striking ‘‘all standards’’ and inserting ‘‘all gen-
eral engineering standards’’; 

(7) in subsection (o)— 
(A) in paragraph (3)—
(i) by striking ‘‘title (including this section)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘section’’; and 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘200 percent of’’ after ‘‘shall 

not exceed’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (4)(B)—
(i) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘200 

percent of’’ after ‘‘not to exceed’’; and 
(ii) in the last sentence, by striking ‘‘title’’ 

and inserting ‘‘section’’; 

(8) by redesignating subsections (h) through 
(q) as subsections (g) through (p), respectively; 
and 

(9) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(q) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 

the cost of a project payable from funds made 
available to carry out this section shall be the 
share applicable under section 120(b), as ad-
justed under subsection (d) of that section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 144 and inserting the following:
‘‘144. Highway bridge program.’’.
SEC. 1809. APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGH-

WAY SYSTEM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 

title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1702(a)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘§ 170. Appalachian development highway sys-

tem 
‘‘(a) APPORTIONMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall appor-

tion funds made available under section 
1101(a)(7) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2003 
for fiscal years 2004 through 2009 among States 
based on the latest available estimate of the cost 
to construct highways and access roads for the 
Appalachian development highway system pro-
gram prepared by the Appalachian Regional 
Commission under section 14501 of title 40. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Funds described in para-
graph (1) shall be available to construct high-
ways and access roads under chapter 145 of title 
40. 

‘‘(b) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE.—Funds made 
available under section 1101(a)(7) of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003 for the Appalachian 
development highway system shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if the 
funds were apportioned under this chapter, ex-
cept that—

‘‘(1) the Federal share of the cost of any 
project under this section shall be determined in 
accordance with subtitle IV of title 40; and 

‘‘(2) the funds shall remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) USE OF TOLL CREDITS.—Section 120(j)(1) of 

title 23, United States Code is amended by in-
serting ‘‘and the Appalachian development 
highway system program under subtitle IV of 
title 40’’ after ‘‘(other than the emergency relief 
program authorized by section 125’’. 

(2) ANALYSIS.—The analysis of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1702(b)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following:
‘‘170. Appalachian development highway sys-

tem.’’.
SEC. 1810. MULTISTATE CORRIDOR PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by 
1809(a)), is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 
‘‘§ 171. Multistate corridor program 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The Sec-
retary shall carry out a program to—

‘‘(1) support and encourage multistate trans-
portation planning and development; and 

‘‘(2) facilitate transportation decisionmaking 
and coordinate project delivery involving 
multistate corridors. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—A State transpor-
tation department and a metropolitan planning 
organization may receive and administer funds 
provided under this section. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
shall make allocations under this program for 
multistate highway and multimodal planning 
studies and construction. 

‘‘(d) OTHER PROVISIONS REGARDING ELIGI-
BILITY.—
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‘‘(1) STUDIES.—All studies funded under this 

program shall be consistent with the continuing, 
cooperative, and comprehensive planning proc-
esses required by sections 134 and 135. 

‘‘(2) CONSTRUCTION.—All construction funded 
under this program shall be consistent with sec-
tion 133(b)(1). 

‘‘(e) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall select studies and projects to be carried out 
under the program based on—

‘‘(1) the existence and significance of signed 
and binding multijurisdictional agreements; 

‘‘(2) endorsement of the study or project by 
applicable elected State and local representa-
tives; 

‘‘(3) prospects for early completion of the 
study or project; or 

‘‘(4) whether the projects to be studied or con-
structed are located on corridors identified by 
section 1105(c) of the Intermodal Surface Trans-
portation Efficiency Act of 1991 (Public Law 
102-240; 105 Stat. 2032). 

‘‘(f) PROGRAM PRIORITIES.—In administering 
the program, the Secretary shall—

‘‘(1) encourage and enable States and other 
jurisdictions to work together to develop plans 
for multimodal and multijurisdictional transpor-
tation decisionmaking; and 

‘‘(2) give priority to studies or projects that 
emphasize multimodal planning, including plan-
ning for operational improvements that—

‘‘(A) increase—
‘‘(i) mobility; 
‘‘(ii) freight productivity; 
‘‘(iii) access to marine or inland ports; 
‘‘(iv) safety and security; and 
‘‘(v) reliability; and 
‘‘(B) enhance the environment. 
‘‘(g) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 

the cost of a study or project carried out under 
the program, using funds from all Federal 
sources, shall be 80 percent. 

‘‘(h) APPLICABILITY.—Funds authorized to be 
appropriated under section 1101(10) of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003 to carry out this sec-
tion shall be available for obligation in the same 
manner as if the funds were apportioned under 
this chapter.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1810(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘171. Multistate corridor program.’’.
SEC. 1811. BORDER PLANNING, OPERATIONS, 

TECHNOLOGY, AND CAPACITY PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1810(a)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘§ 172. Border planning, operations, tech-

nology, and capacity program 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) BORDER STATE.—The term ‘border State’ 

means any of the States of Alaska, Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Montana, New Hampshire, New Mexico, New 
York, North Dakota, Texas, Vermont, and 
Washington. 

‘‘(2) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the border planning, operations, technology, 
and capacity program established under sub-
section (b). 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The Sec-
retary shall establish and carry out a border 
planning, operations, technology, and capacity 
improvement program to support coordination 
and improvement in bi-national transportation 
planning, operations, efficiency, information ex-
change, safety, and security at the inter-
national borders of the United States with Can-
ada and Mexico. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—State transpor-
tation departments and metropolitan planning 
organizations at or near an international land 
border in a border State may receive and admin-
ister funds allocated under the program. 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 

allocations under the program for projects to 
carry out eligible activities described in para-
graph (2) at or near international land borders 
in border States. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—The eligible activi-
ties referred to in paragraph (1) are—

‘‘(A) highway and multimodal planning or en-
vironmental studies; 

‘‘(B) cross-border port of entry and safety in-
spection improvements, including operational 
enhancements and technology applications; 

‘‘(C) technology and information exchange ac-
tivities; and 

‘‘(D) right-of-way acquisition, design, and 
construction, as needed—

‘‘(i) to implement the enhancements or appli-
cations described in subparagraphs (B) and (C); 

‘‘(ii) to decrease air pollution emissions from 
vehicles or inspection facilities at border cross-
ings; or 

‘‘(iii) to increase highway capacity at or near 
international borders. 

‘‘(e) OTHER PROVISIONS REGARDING ELIGI-
BILITY.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each project funded under 
the program shall be carried out in accordance 
with the continuing, cooperative, and com-
prehensive planning processes required by sec-
tions 134 and 135. 

‘‘(2) REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS.—To 
be funded under the program, a regionally sig-
nificant project shall be included on the appli-
cable transportation plan and program required 
by sections 134 and 135. 

‘‘(f) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall select projects to be carried out under the 
program based on—

‘‘(1) expected benefits, including air quality 
benefits, of the project in relation to the cost of 
the project; 

‘‘(2) prospects for early completion of the 
project; 

‘‘(3) endorsement of the project by formally 
constituted bi-national organizations with Fed-
eral and State or provincial representation; 

‘‘(4) the existence and significance of signed 
and binding multijurisdictional agreements; 

‘‘(5) contributions, in amounts at least equal 
to required minimums, of—

‘‘(A) Federal funds made available for other 
programs under this title; and 

‘‘(B) Federal funds made available under a 
provision of law other than this title; and 

‘‘(6) the extent to which the benefits of the 
project are multimodal. 

‘‘(g) PROGRAM PRIORITIES.—In administering 
the program, the Secretary shall give priority to 
projects that emphasize—

‘‘(1) multimodal planning; 
‘‘(2) improvements in infrastructure; and 
‘‘(3) operational improvements that—
‘‘(A) increase safety, security, freight capac-

ity, or highway access to rail, marine, and air 
services; and 

‘‘(B) enhance the environment. 
‘‘(h) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 

the cost of a project carried out under the pro-
gram shall be 80 percent. 

‘‘(i) OBLIGATION.—Funds made available 
under section 1101(11) of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act of 2003 to carry out the program shall be 
available for obligation in the same manner as 
if the funds were apportioned under this chap-
ter. 

‘‘(j) INFORMATION EXCHANGE.—No individual 
project the scope of work of which is limited to 
information exchange shall receive an allocation 
under the program in an amount that exceeds 
$500,000 for any fiscal year. 

‘‘(k) PROJECTS IN CANADA OR MEXICO.—A 
project in Canada or Mexico, proposed by a bor-
der State to directly and predominantly facili-
tate cross-border vehicle and commercial cargo 
movements at an international gateway or port 
of entry into the border region of the State, may 

be constructed using funds made available 
under the program if, before obligation of those 
funds, Canada or Mexico, or the political sub-
division of Canada or Mexico that is responsible 
for the operation of the facility to be con-
structed, provides assurances satisfactory to the 
Secretary that any facility constructed under 
this subsection will be—

‘‘(1) constructed in accordance with standards 
equivalent to applicable standards in the United 
States; and 

‘‘(2) properly maintained and used over the 
useful life of the facility for the purpose for 
which the Secretary allocated funds to the 
project. 

‘‘(l) TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO THE GENERAL 
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION.—

‘‘(1) STATE FUNDS.—At the request of a border 
State, funds made available under the program 
may be transferred to the General Services Ad-
ministration for the purpose of funding 1 or 
more specific projects if—

‘‘(A) the Secretary determines, after consulta-
tion with the State transportation department of 
the border State, that the General Services Ad-
ministration should carry out the project; and 

‘‘(B) the General Services Administration 
agrees to accept the transfer of, and to admin-
ister, those funds. 

‘‘(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A border State that makes 

a request under paragraph (1) shall provide di-
rectly to the General Services Administration, 
for each project covered by the request, the non-
Federal share of the cost of each project de-
scribed in subsection (h). 

‘‘(B) NO AUGMENTATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds provided by a border State under sub-
paragraph (A)—

‘‘(i) shall not be considered to be an aug-
mentation of the appropriations made available 
to the General Services Administration; and 

‘‘(ii) shall be—
‘‘(I) administered in accordance with the pro-

cedures of the General Services Administration; 
but 

‘‘(II) available for obligation in the same man-
ner as if the funds were apportioned under this 
chapter. 

‘‘(C) OBLIGATION AUTHORITY.—Obligation au-
thority shall be transferred to the General Serv-
ices Administration in the same manner and 
amount as the funds provided for projects under 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) DIRECT TRANSFER OF AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to allocations 
to States and metropolitan planning organiza-
tions under subsection (c), the Secretary may 
transfer funds made available to carry out this 
section to the General Services Administration 
for construction of transportation infrastructure 
projects at or near the border in border States, 
if—

‘‘(i) the Secretary determines that the transfer 
is necessary to effectively carry out the purposes 
of this program; and 

‘‘(ii) the General Services Administration 
agrees to accept the transfer of, and to admin-
ister, those funds. 

‘‘(B) NO AUGMENTATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds transferred by the Secretary under sub-
paragraph (A)—

‘‘(i) shall not be considered to be an aug-
mentation of the appropriations made available 
to the General Services Administration; and 

‘‘(ii) shall be—
‘‘(I) administered in accordance with the pro-

cedures of the General Services Administration; 
but 

‘‘(II) available for obligation in the same man-
ner as if the funds were apportioned under this 
chapter. 

‘‘(C) OBLIGATION AUTHORITY.—Obligation au-
thority shall be transferred to the General Serv-
ices Administration in the same manner and 
amount as the funds transferred under subpara-
graph (A). 
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‘‘(D) NONAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVI-

SION.—Section 120 shall not apply to the trans-
fer of funds under this paragraph.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1810(b)), is 
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘172. Border planning, operations, and tech-

nology program.’’.
SEC. 1812. PUERTO RICO HIGHWAY PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1811(a)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following:
‘‘§ 173. Puerto Rico highway program 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall allo-
cate funds authorized by section 1101(a)(15) of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009 to the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico to carry out a highway 
program in the Commonwealth. 

‘‘(b) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts made available by 

section 1101(a)(15) of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act of 2003 shall be available for obligation in 
the same manner as if such funds were appor-
tioned under this chapter. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS.—The 
amounts shall be subject to any limitation on 
obligations for Federal-aid highway and high-
way safety construction programs. 

‘‘(c) TREATMENT OF FUNDS.—Amounts made 
available to carry out this section for a fiscal 
year shall be administered as follows: 

‘‘(1) APPORTIONMENT.—For purposes of this 
section, the amounts shall be treated as being 
apportioned to Puerto Rico under sections 
104(b), 144, and 206, for each program funded 
under those sections in an amount determined 
by multiplying—

‘‘(A) the aggregate of the amounts for the fis-
cal year; by 

‘‘(B) the ratio that—
‘‘(i) the amount of funds apportioned to Puer-

to Rico for each such program for fiscal year 
2003; bears to 

‘‘(ii) the total amount of funds apportioned to 
Puerto Rico for all such programs for fiscal year 
2003. 

‘‘(2) PENALTY.—The amounts treated as being 
apportioned to Puerto Rico under each section 
referred to in paragraph (1) shall be deemed to 
be required to be apportioned to Puerto Rico 
under that section for purposes of the imposition 
of any penalty under this title and title 49. 

‘‘(3) EFFECT ON ALLOCATIONS AND APPORTION-
MENTS.—Subject to paragraph (2), nothing in 
this section affects any allocation under section 
105 and any apportionment under sections 104 
and 144.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1811(b)), is 
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘173. Puerto Rico highway program.’’.
SEC. 1813. NATIONAL HISTORIC COVERED BRIDGE 

PRESERVATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 

title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1812(a)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following:
‘‘§ 174. National historic covered bridge pres-

ervation 
‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF HISTORIC COVERED 

BRIDGE.—In this section, the term ‘historic cov-
ered bridge’ means a covered bridge that is listed 
or eligible for listing on the National Register of 
Historic Places. 

‘‘(b) HISTORIC COVERED BRIDGE PRESERVA-
TION.—Subject to the availability of appropria-
tions, the Secretary shall—

‘‘(1) collect and disseminate information on 
historic covered bridges; 

‘‘(2) conduct educational programs relating to 
the history and construction techniques of his-
toric covered bridges; 

‘‘(3) conduct research on the history of his-
toric covered bridges; and 

‘‘(4) conduct research on, and study tech-
niques for, protecting historic covered bridges 
from rot, fire, natural disasters, or weight-re-
lated damage. 

‘‘(c) GRANTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the availability 

of appropriations, the Secretary shall make a 
grant to a State that submits an application to 
the Secretary that demonstrates a need for as-
sistance in carrying out 1 or more historic cov-
ered bridge projects described in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A grant under para-
graph (1) may be made for a project—

‘‘(A) to rehabilitate or repair a historic cov-
ered bridge; or 

‘‘(B) to preserve a historic covered bridge, in-
cluding through—

‘‘(i) installation of a fire protection system, in-
cluding a fireproofing or fire detection system 
and sprinklers; 

‘‘(ii) installation of a system to prevent van-
dalism and arson; or 

‘‘(iii) relocation of a bridge to a preservation 
site. 

‘‘(3) AUTHENTICITY REQUIREMENTS.—A grant 
under paragraph (1) may be made for a project 
only if—

‘‘(A) to the maximum extent practicable, the 
project—

‘‘(i) is carried out in the most historically ap-
propriate manner; and 

‘‘(ii) preserves the existing structure of the 
historic covered bridge; and 

‘‘(B) the project provides for the replacement 
of wooden components with wooden compo-
nents, unless the use of wood is impracticable 
for safety reasons. 

‘‘(4) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project carried out with a grant 
under this subsection shall be 80 percent. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section $14,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009, to re-
main available until expended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1812(b)), is 
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘174. National historic covered bridge preserva-
tion.’’.

SEC. 1814. TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNITY 
AND SYSTEM PRESERVATION PILOT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 1 of 
title 23, United States Code (as amended by sec-
tion 1813(a)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following:

‘‘§ 175. Transportation and community and 
system preservation pilot program 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a comprehensive program to facilitate 
the planning, development, and implementation 
of strategies by States, metropolitan planning 
organizations, federally-recognized Indian 
tribes, and local governments to integrate trans-
portation, community, and system preservation 
plans and practices that address the goals de-
scribed in subsection (b). 

‘‘(b) GOALS.—The goals of the program are—
‘‘(1) to improve the efficiency of the transpor-

tation system in the United States; 
‘‘(2) to reduce the impacts of transportation 

on the environment; 
‘‘(3) reduce the need for costly future invest-

ments in public infrastructure; 
‘‘(4) to provide efficient access to jobs, serv-

ices, and centers of trade; and 
‘‘(5) to examine development patterns, and to 

identify strategies, to encourage private sector 
development patterns that achieve the goals 
identified in paragraphs (1) through (4). 

‘‘(c) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS FOR IMPLEMENTA-
TION.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall allo-
cate funds made available to carry out this sub-

section to States, metropolitan planning organi-
zations, and local governments to carry out 
projects to address transportation efficiency and 
community and system preservation. 

‘‘(2) CRITERIA.—In allocating funds made 
available to carry out this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall give priority to applicants that—

‘‘(A) have instituted preservation or develop-
ment plans and programs that—

‘‘(i) meet the requirements of this title and 
chapter 53 of title 49, United States Code; and 

‘‘(ii)(I) are coordinated with State and local 
adopted preservation or development plans; 

‘‘(II) are intended to promote cost-effective 
and strategic investments in transportation in-
frastructure that minimize adverse impacts on 
the environment; or 

‘‘(III) are intended to promote innovative pri-
vate sector strategies. 

‘‘(B) have instituted other policies to integrate 
transportation and community and system pres-
ervation practices, such as—

‘‘(i) spending policies that direct funds to 
high-growth areas; 

‘‘(ii) urban growth boundaries to guide metro-
politan expansion; 

‘‘(iii) ‘green corridors’ programs that provide 
access to major highway corridors for areas tar-
geted for efficient and compact development; or 

‘‘(iv) other similar programs or policies as de-
termined by the Secretary; 

‘‘(C) have preservation or development policies 
that include a mechanism for reducing potential 
impacts of transportation activities on the envi-
ronment; 

‘‘(D) examine ways to encourage private sec-
tor investments that address the purposes of this 
section; and 

‘‘(E) propose projects for funding that address 
the purposes described in subsection (b)(2). 

‘‘(3) EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION.—In allocating 
funds to carry out this subsection, the Secretary 
shall ensure the equitable distribution of funds 
to a diversity of populations and geographic re-
gions. 

‘‘(4) USE OF ALLOCATED FUNDS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An allocation of funds 

made available to carry out this subsection shall 
be used by the recipient to implement the 
projects proposed in the application to the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(B) TYPES OF PROJECTS.—The allocation of 
funds shall be available for obligation for—

‘‘(i) any project eligible for funding under this 
title or chapter 53 of title 49, United States Code; 
or 

‘‘(ii) any other activity relating to transpor-
tation and community and system preservation 
that the Secretary determines to be appropriate, 
including corridor preservation activities that 
are necessary to implement—

‘‘(I) transit-oriented development plans; 
‘‘(II) traffic calming measures; or 
‘‘(III) other coordinated transportation and 

community and system preservation practices. 
‘‘(d) FUNDING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) to carry 
out this section $50,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009. 

‘‘(2) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—Funds author-
ized under this subsection shall be available for 
obligation in the same manner as if the funds 
were apportioned under this chapter.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Section 133(b) of title 
23, United States Code (as amended by section 
1701(a)), is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(18) Transportation and community system 
preservation to facilitate the planning, develop-
ment, and implementation of strategies of metro-
politan planning organizations and local gov-
ernments to integrate transportation, commu-
nity, and system preservation plans and prac-
tices that address the following: 

‘‘(A) Improvement of the efficiency of the 
transportation system in the United States. 
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‘‘(B) Reduction of the impacts of transpor-

tation on the environment. 
‘‘(C) Reduction of the need for costly future 

investments in public infrastructure. 
‘‘(D) Provision of efficient access to jobs, serv-

ices, and centers of trade. 
‘‘(E) Examination of development patterns, 

and identification of strategies to encourage pri-
vate sector development patterns, that achieve 
the goals identified in subparagraphs (A) 
through (D). 

‘‘(19) Projects relating to intersections, includ-
ing intersections—

‘‘(A) that—
‘‘(i) have disproportionately high accident 

rates; 
‘‘(ii) have high levels of congestion, as evi-

denced by—
‘‘(I) interrupted traffic flow at the intersec-

tion; and 
‘‘(II) a level of service rating, issued by the 

Transportation Research Board of the National 
Academy of Sciences in accordance with the 
Highway Capacity Manual, that is not better 
than ‘F’ during peak travel hours; and 

‘‘(iii) are directly connected to or located on a 
Federal-aid highway; and 

‘‘(B) improvements that are approved in the 
regional plan of the appropriate local metropoli-
tan planning organization.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subchapter I of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 1813(b)), is 
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘175. Transportation and community and sys-

tem preservation pilot program.’’.
SEC. 1815. TRIBAL-STATE ROAD MAINTENANCE 

AGREEMENTS. 
Section 204 of title 23, United States Code (as 

amended by section 1806(f)(4)), is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(n) TRIBAL-STATE ROAD MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, regulation, policy, or guide-
line, an Indian tribe and a State may enter into 
a road maintenance agreement under which an 
Indian tribe assumes the responsibilities of the 
State for—

‘‘(A) Indian reservation roads; and 
‘‘(B) roads providing access to Indian reserva-

tion roads. 
‘‘(2) TRIBAL-STATE AGREEMENTS.—Agreements 

entered into under paragraph (1)—
‘‘(A) shall be negotiated between the State 

and the Indian tribe; and 
‘‘(B) shall not require the approval of the Sec-

retary. 
‘‘(3) ANNUAL REPORT.—Effective beginning 

with fiscal year 2004, the Secretary shall prepare 
and submit to Congress an annual report that 
identifies—

‘‘(A) the Indian tribes and States that have 
entered into agreements under paragraph (1); 

‘‘(B) the number of miles of roads for which 
Indian tribes have assumed maintenance re-
sponsibilities; and 

‘‘(C) the amount of funding transferred to In-
dian tribes for the fiscal year under agreements 
entered into under paragraph (1).’’. 
SEC. 1816. FOREST HIGHWAYS. 

Section 204 of title 23, United States Code (as 
amended by section 1815), is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(o) FOREST HIGHWAYS.—Of the amounts 
made available for forest highways, $15,000,000 
for each fiscal year shall be used to repair cul-
verts and bridges on forest highways to—

‘‘(1) facilitate appropriate fish passage and 
ensure reasonable flows; and 

‘‘(2) maintain and remove such culverts and 
bridges as appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 1817. TERRITORIAL HIGHWAY PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 2 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking section 215 
and inserting the following: 
‘‘§ 215. Territorial highway program 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘‘(1) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the territorial highway program established 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) TERRITORY.—The term ‘territory’ means 
the any of the following territories of the United 
States: 

‘‘(A) American Samoa. 
‘‘(B) The Commonwealth of the Northern 

Mariana Islands. 
‘‘(C) Guam. 
‘‘(D) The United States Virgin Islands. 
‘‘(b) PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Recognizing the mutual 

benefits that will accrue to the territories and 
the United States from the improvement of high-
ways in the territories, the Secretary may carry 
out a program to assist each territorial govern-
ment in the construction and improvement of a 
system of arterial and collector highways, and 
necessary inter-island connectors, that is—

‘‘(A) designated by the Governor or chief exec-
utive officer of each territory; and 

‘‘(B) approved by the Secretary. 
‘‘(2) FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 

shall provide Federal financial assistance to ter-
ritories under this section in accordance with 
section 120(h). 

‘‘(c) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To continue a long-range 

highway development program, the Secretary 
may provide technical assistance to the govern-
ments of the territories to enable the territories 
to, on a continuing basis—

‘‘(A) engage in highway planning; 
‘‘(B) conduct environmental evaluations; 
‘‘(C) administer right-of-way acquisition and 

relocation assistance programs; and 
‘‘(D) design, construct, operate, and maintain 

a system of arterial and collector highways, in-
cluding necessary inter-island connectors. 

‘‘(2) FORM AND TERMS OF ASSISTANCE.—Tech-
nical assistance provided under paragraph (1), 
and the terms for the sharing of information 
among territories receiving the technical assist-
ance, shall be included in the agreement re-
quired by subsection (e). 

‘‘(d) NONAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVI-
SIONS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent that 
provisions of chapter 1 are determined by the 
Secretary to be inconsistent with the needs of 
the territories and the intent of the program, 
chapter 1 (other than provisions of chapter 1 re-
lating to the apportionment and allocation of 
funds) shall apply to funds authorized to be ap-
propriated for the program. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PROVISIONS.—The specific 
sections of chapter 1 that are applicable to each 
territory, and the extent of the applicability of 
those section, shall be identified in the agree-
ment required by subsection (e). 

‘‘(e) AGREEMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graph (3), none of the funds made available for 
the program shall be available for obligation or 
expenditure with respect to any territory until 
the Governor or chief executive officer of the 
territory enters into a new agreement with the 
Secretary (which new agreement shall be en-
tered into not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 
2003), providing that the government of the ter-
ritory shall—

‘‘(A) implement the program in accordance 
with applicable provisions of chapter 1 and sub-
section (d); 

‘‘(B) design and construct a system of arterial 
and collector highways, including necessary 
inter-island connectors, in accordance with 
standards that are—

‘‘(i) appropriate for each territory; and 
‘‘(ii) approved by the Secretary; 
‘‘(C) provide for the maintenance of facilities 

constructed or operated under this section in a 
condition to adequately serve the needs of 
present and future traffic; and 

‘‘(D) implement standards for traffic oper-
ations and uniform traffic control devices that 
are approved by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The new agree-
ment required by paragraph (1) shall—

‘‘(A) specify the kind of technical assistance 
to be provided under the program; 

‘‘(B) include appropriate provisions regarding 
information sharing among the territories; and 

‘‘(C) delineate the oversight role and respon-
sibilities of the territories and the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) REVIEW AND REVISION OF AGREEMENT.—
The new agreement entered into under para-
graph (1) shall be reevaluated and, as nec-
essary, revised, at least every 2 years. 

‘‘(4) EXISTING AGREEMENTS.—With respect to 
an agreement between the Secretary and the 
Governor or chief executive officer of a territory 
that is in effect as of the date of enactment of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003—

‘‘(A) the agreement shall continue in force 
until replaced by a new agreement in accord-
ance with paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(B) amounts made available for the program 
under the agreement shall be available for obli-
gation or expenditure so long as the agreement, 
or a new agreement under paragraph (1), is in 
effect. 

‘‘(f) PERMISSIBLE USES OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds made available for 

the program may be used only for the following 
projects and activities carried out in a territory: 

‘‘(A) Eligible surface transportation program 
projects described in section 133(b). 

‘‘(B) Cost-effective, preventive maintenance 
consistent with section 116. 

‘‘(C) Ferry boats, terminal facilities, and ap-
proaches, in accordance with subsections (b) 
and (c) of section 129. 

‘‘(D) Engineering and economic surveys and 
investigations for the planning, and the financ-
ing, of future highway programs. 

‘‘(E) Studies of the economy, safety, and con-
venience of highway use. 

‘‘(F) The regulation and equitable taxation of 
highway use. 

‘‘(G) Such research and development as are 
necessary in connection with the planning, de-
sign, and maintenance of the highway system. 

‘‘(2) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR ROU-
TINE MAINTENANCE.—None of the funds made 
available for the program shall be obligated or 
expended for routine maintenance. 

‘‘(g) LOCATION OF PROJECTS.—Territorial 
highway projects (other than those described in 
paragraphs (1), (3), and (4) of section 133(b)) 
may not be undertaken on roads functionally 
classified as local.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Section 103(b)(6) of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing subparagraph (P) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(P) Projects eligible for assistance under the 
territorial highway program under section 215.’’. 

(2) FUNDING.—Section 104(b)(1)(A) of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘to 
the Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and 
the Commonwealth of Northern Mariana Is-
lands’’ and inserting ‘‘for the territorial high-
way program authorized under section 215’’. 

(3) ANALYSIS.—The analysis for chapter 2 of 
title 23, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing the item relating to section 215 and inserting 
the following:

‘‘215. Territorial highway program.’’.
SEC. 1818. MAGNETIC LEVITATION TRANSPOR-

TATION TECHNOLOGY DEPLOYMENT 
PROGRAM. 

Section 322 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—
(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) INITIAL SOLICITATION.—Not later than’’; 

and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL SOLICITATION.—Not later 

than 1 year after the date of enactment of this 
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paragraph, the Secretary may solicit additional 
applications from States, or authorities des-
ignated by 1 or more States, for financial assist-
ance authorized by subsection (b) for planning, 
design, and construction of eligible MAGLEV 
projects.’’; 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘Prior to so-
liciting applications, the Secretary’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘The Secretary’’; 

(3) in subsection (h)—
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking clause (i) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) to carry 
out this section $15,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009.’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking clause (i) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account) to carry 
out this section—

‘‘(I) $375,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
‘‘(II) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
‘‘(III) $415,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
‘‘(IV) $425,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
‘‘(V) $435,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(VI) $450,000,000 for fiscal year 2009.’’; and 
(4) by striking subsection (i). 

SEC. 1819. DONATIONS AND CREDITS. 
Section 323 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended—
(1) in the first sentence of subsection (c), by 

inserting ‘‘, or a local government from offering 
to donate funds, materials, or services performed 
by local government employees,’’ after ‘‘serv-
ices’’; and 

(2) striking subsection (e). 
SEC. 1820. DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTER-

PRISES. 
(a) GENERAL RULE.—Except to the extent that 

the Secretary determines otherwise, not less 
than 10 percent of the amounts made available 
for any program under titles I, III, and V of this 
Act shall be expended with small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by socially and eco-
nomically disadvantaged individuals. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘small business 

concern’’ has the meaning given the term under 
section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632). 

(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘small business 
concern’’ does not include any concern or group 
of concerns controlled by the same socially and 
economically disadvantaged individual or indi-
viduals that has average annual gross receipts 
over the preceding 3 fiscal years in excess of 
$17,420,000, as adjusted by the Secretary for in-
flation. 

(2) SOCIALLY AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVAN-
TAGED INDIVIDUALS.—The term ‘‘socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals’’ has 
the meaning given the term under section 8(d) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(d)) and 
relevant subcontracting regulations promul-
gated under that section, except that women 
shall be presumed to be socially and economi-
cally disadvantaged individuals for the purposes 
of this section. 

(c) ANNUAL LISTING OF DISADVANTAGED BUSI-
NESS ENTERPRISES.—Each State shall annually 
survey and compile a list of the small business 
concerns referred to in subsection (a) and the lo-
cation of such concerns in the State and notify 
the Secretary, in writing, of the percentage of 
such concerns which are controlled by women, 
by socially and economically disadvantaged in-
dividuals (other than women), and by individ-
uals who are women and are otherwise socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals. 

(d) UNIFORM CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary 
shall establish minimum uniform criteria for 
State governments to use in certifying whether a 
concern qualifies for purposes of this subsection. 

Such minimum uniform criteria shall include 
on-site visits, personal interviews, licenses, 
analysis of stock ownership, listing of equip-
ment, analysis of bonding capacity, listing of 
work completed, resume of principal owners, fi-
nancial capacity, and type of work preferred. 

(e) COMPLIANCE WITH COURT ORDERS.—Noth-
ing in this section limits the eligibility of an en-
tity or person to receive funds made available 
under titles I, III, and V of this Act, if the enti-
ty or person is prevented, in whole or in part, 
from complying with subsection (a) because a 
Federal court issues a final order in which the 
court finds that the requirement of subsection 
(a), or the program established under subsection 
(a), is unconstitutional.

Subtitle I—Technical Corrections 
SEC. 1901. REPEAL OR UPDATE OF OBSOLETE 

TEXT. 
(a) LETTING OF CONTRACTS.—Section 112 of 

title 23, United States Code, is amended—
(1) by striking subsection (f); and 
(2) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (f). 
(b) FRINGE AND CORRIDOR PARKING FACILI-

TIES.—Section 137(a) of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended in the first sentence by strik-
ing ‘‘on the Federal-aid urban system’’ and in-
serting ‘‘on a Federal-aid highway’’. 
SEC. 1902. CLARIFICATION OF DATE. 

Section 109(g) of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended in the first sentence by striking 
‘‘The Secretary’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘of 1970’’ and inserting ‘‘Not later than Janu-
ary 30, 1971, the Secretary shall issue’’. 
SEC. 1903. INCLUSION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR 

SIGNS IDENTIFYING FUNDING 
SOURCES IN TITLE 23. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 154 of the Federal-
Aid Highway Act of 1987 (23 U.S.C. 101 note; 101 
Stat. 209) is—

(1) transferred to title 23, United States Code; 
(2) redesignated as section 321; 
(3) moved to appear after section 320 of that 

title; and 
(4) amended by striking the section heading 

and inserting the following: 

‘‘§ 321. Signs identifying funding sources’’. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 

for chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after the item relating to 
section 320 the following:

‘‘321. Signs identifying funding sources.’’.
SEC. 1904. INCLUSION OF BUY AMERICA REQUIRE-

MENTS IN TITLE 23. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 165 of the Highway 

Improvement Act of 1982 (23 U.S.C. 101 note; 96 
Stat. 2136) is—

(1) transferred to title 23, United States Code; 
(2) redesignated as section 313; 
(3) moved to appear after section 312 of that 

title; and 
(4) amended by striking the section heading 

and inserting the following: 

‘‘§ 313. Buy America’’. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) The analysis for chapter 3 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 312 the fol-
lowing:

‘‘313. Buy America.’’.
(2) Section 313 of title 23, United States Code 

(as added by subsection (a)), is amended—
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘by this 

Act’’ the first place it appears and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘of 1978’’ and inserting ‘‘to carry 
out the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1982 (96 Stat. 2097) or this title’’; 

(B) in subsection (b), by redesignating para-
graph (4) as paragraph (3); 

(C) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘this Act,’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘Code, which’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the Surface Transportation Assist-
ance Act of 1982 (96 Stat. 2097) or this title 
that’’; 

(D) by striking subsection (e); and 
(E) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) as 

subsections (e) and (f), respectively. 
SEC. 1905. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO NON-

DISCRIMINATION SECTION. 
Section 140 of title 23, United States Code, is 

amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘sub-

section (a) of section 105 of this title’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 135’’; 

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘He’’ 
and inserting ‘‘The Secretary’’; 

(C) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘where 
he considers it necessary to assure’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘if necessary to ensure’’; and 

(D) in the last sentence—
(i) by striking ‘‘him’’ and inserting ‘‘the Sec-

retary’’ and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘he’’ and inserting ‘‘the Sec-

retary’’; 
(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘highway 

construction’’ and inserting ‘‘surface transpor-
tation’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence—
(i) by striking ‘‘as he may deem necessary’’ 

and inserting ‘‘as necessary’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘not to exceed $2,500,000 for 

the transition quarter ending September 30, 
1976, and’’; 

(3) in the second sentence of subsection (c)—
(A) by striking ‘‘subsection 104(b)(3) of this 

title’’ and inserting ‘‘section 104(b)(3)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘he may deem’’; and 
(4) in the heading of subsection (d), by strik-

ing ‘‘AND CONTRACTING’’.

TITLE II—TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 
Subtitle A—Funding 

SEC. 2001. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The following sums are au-

thorized to be appropriated out of the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count): 

(1) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—For carrying out sections 

502, 503, 506, 507, 508, and 511 of title 23, United 
States Code—

(i) $211,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
and 2005; 

(ii) $215,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(iii) $218,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(iv) $220,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(v) $223,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(B) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION-ENVIRON-

MENTAL COOPERATIVE RESEARCH PROGRAM.—For 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009, the Sec-
retary shall set aside $20,000,000 of the funds ap-
portioned under subparagraph (A) to carry out 
the surface transportation-environmental coop-
erative research program. 

(2) TRAINING AND EDUCATION.—For carrying 
out section 504 of title 23, United States Code—

(A) $27,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $28,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $29,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $31,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $32,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(3) BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS.—

For the Bureau of Transportation Statistics to 
carry out section 111 of title 49, United States 
Code, $28,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

(4) ITS STANDARDS, RESEARCH, OPERATIONAL 
TESTS, AND DEVELOPMENT.—For carrying out 
sections 524, 525, 526, 527, 528, and 529 of title 23, 
United States Code—

(A) $120,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $123,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $126,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $129,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $132,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $135,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(5) UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION CENTERS.—

For carrying out section 510 of title 23, United 
States Code—
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(A) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; and 
(B) $45,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 

through 2009. 
(b) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23, UNITED 

STATES CODE.—Funds authorized to be appro-
priated by subsection (a)—

(1) shall be available for obligation in the 
same manner as if the funds were apportioned 
under chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, 
except that the Federal share of the cost of a 
project or activity carried out using the funds 
shall be the share applicable under section 
120(b) of title 23, United States Code, as ad-
justed under subsection (d) of that section (un-
less otherwise specified or otherwise determined 
by the Secretary); and 

(2) shall remain available until expended. 
(c) ALLOCATIONS.—
(1) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH.—Of 

the amounts made available under subsection 
(a)(1)—

(A) $27,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009 shall be available to carry out ad-
vanced, high-risk, long-term research under sec-
tion 502(d) of title 23, United States Code; and 

(B) $18,000,000 for fiscal years 2004 and 2005, 
$17,000,000 for fiscal year 2006, $15,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2007, $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, 
and $10,00,000 for fiscal year 2009 shall be avail-
able to carry out the long-term pavement per-
formance program under section 502(e) of that 
title. 

(2) TECHNOLOGY APPLICATION PROGRAM.—Of 
the amounts made available under subsection 
(a)(1), $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009 shall be available to carry out sec-
tion 503 of title 23, United States Code. 

(3) TRAINING AND EDUCATION.—Of the 
amounts made available under subsection 
(a)(2)—

(A) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, $12,500,000 
for fiscal year 2005, $13,000,000 for fiscal year 
2006, $13,500,000 for fiscal year 2007, $14,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, and $14,500,000 for fiscal 
year 2009 shall be available to carry out section 
504(a) of title 23, United States Code (relating to 
the National Highway Institute); 

(B) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, $12,500,000 
for fiscal year 2005, $13,000,000 for fiscal year 
2006, $13,500,000 for fiscal year 2007, $14,000,000 
for fiscal year 2008, and $14,500,000 for fiscal 
year 2009 shall be available to carry out section 
504(b) of that title (relating to local technical as-
sistance); and 

(C) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009 shall be available to carry out sec-
tion 504(c)(2) of that title (relating to the Eisen-
hower Transportation Fellowship Program). 

(4) INTERNATIONAL HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION 
OUTREACH PROGRAM.—Of the amounts made 
available under subsection (a)(1), $500,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009 shall be 
available to carry out section 506 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(5) NEW STRATEGIC HIGHWAY RESEARCH PRO-
GRAM.—For each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2009, to carry out section 509 of title 23, United 
States Code, the Secretary shall set aside—

(A) $15,000,000 of the amounts made available 
to carry out the interstate maintenance program 
under section 119 of title 23, United States Code, 
for the fiscal year; 

(B) $19,000,000 of the amounts made available 
for the National Highway System under section 
101 of title 23, United States Code, for the fiscal 
year; 

(C) $13,000,000 of the amounts made available 
to carry out the bridge program under section 
144 of title 23, United States Code, for the fiscal 
year; 

(D) $20,000,000 of the amounts made available 
to carry out the surface transportation program 
under section 133 of title 23, United States Code, 
for the fiscal year; 

(E) $5,000,000 of the amounts made available 
to carry out the congestion mitigation and air 
quality improvement program under section 149 
of title 23, United States Code, for the fiscal 
year; and 

(F) $3,000,000 of the amounts made available 
to carry out the highway safety improvement 
program under section 148 of title 23, United 
States Code, for the fiscal year. 

(6) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INTELLIGENT TRANS-
PORTATION SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAM.—
Of the amounts made available under subsection 
(a)(4), not less than $30,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009 shall be available to 
carry out section 527 of title 23, United States 
Code. 

(d) TRANSFERS OF FUNDS.—The Secretary may 
transfer—

(1) to an amount made available under para-
graphs (1), (2), or (4) of subsection (c), not to ex-
ceed 10 percent of the amount allocated for a 
fiscal year under any other of those paragraphs; 
and 

(2) to an amount made available under sub-
paragraphs (A), (B), or (C) of subsection (c)(3), 
not to exceed 10 percent of the amount allocated 
for a fiscal year under any other of those sub-
paragraphs. 
SEC. 2002. OBLIGATION CEILING. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the total of all obligations from amounts made 
available from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) by section 
2001(a) shall not exceed—

(1) $496,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(2) $510,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(3) $518,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(4) $525,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(5) $531,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(6) $538,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 

SEC. 2003. NOTICE. 
(a) NOTICE OF REPROGRAMMING.—If any 

funds authorized for carrying out this title or 
the amendments made by this title are subject to 
a reprogramming action that requires notice to 
be provided to the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate, notice of 
that action shall be concurrently provided to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture and the Committee on Science of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate. 

(b) NOTICE OF REORGANIZATION.—On or before 
the 15th day preceding the date of any major re-
organization of a program, project, or activity of 
the Department of Transportation for which 
funds are authorized by this title or the amend-
ments made by this title, the Secretary shall pro-
vide notice of the reorganization to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and the Committee on Science of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate. 

Subtitle B—Research and Technology 
SEC. 2101. RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 5 of title 23, United 

States Code, is amended to read as follows:
‘‘CHAPTER 5—RESEARCH AND 

TECHNOLOGY

‘‘Subchapter I—Surface Transportation 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘501. Definitions. 
‘‘502. Surface transportation research. 
‘‘503. Technology application program. 
‘‘504. Training and education. 
‘‘505. State planning and research. 
‘‘506. International highway transportation out-

reach program. 
‘‘507. Surface transportation-environment coop-

erative research program. 
‘‘508. Surface transportation research tech-

nology deployment and strategic 
planning. 

‘‘509. New strategic highway research program. 
‘‘510. University transportation centers. 
‘‘SUBCHAPTER II—INTELLIGENT TRANS-

PORTATION SYSTEM RESEARCH AND 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

‘‘521. Finding. 

‘‘522. Goals and purposes. 
‘‘523. Definitions. 
‘‘524. General authorities and requirements. 
‘‘525. National ITS Program Plan. 
‘‘526. National ITS architecture and standards. 
‘‘527. Commercial vehicle intelligent transpor-

tation system infrastructure pro-
gram. 

‘‘528. Research and development. 
‘‘529. Use of funds.

‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION 

‘‘§ 501. Definitions 
‘‘In this subchapter: 
‘‘(1) FEDERAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘Fed-

eral laboratory’ includes—
‘‘(A) a Government-owned, Government-oper-

ated laboratory; and 
‘‘(B) a Government-owned, contractor-oper-

ated laboratory. 
‘‘(2) SAFETY.—The term ‘safety’ includes high-

way and traffic safety systems, research, and 
development relating to—

‘‘(A) vehicle, highway, driver, passenger, bi-
cyclist, and pedestrian characteristics; 

‘‘(B) accident investigations; 
‘‘(C) communications; 
‘‘(D) emergency medical care; and 
‘‘(E) transportation of the injured. 

‘‘§ 502. Surface transportation research 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND TECH-

NOLOGY TRANSFER ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary 
may carry out research, development, and tech-
nology transfer activities with respect to—

‘‘(A) all phases of transportation planning 
and development (including new technologies, 
construction, transportation systems manage-
ment and operations development, design, main-
tenance, safety, security, financing, data collec-
tion and analysis, demand forecasting, 
multimodal assessment, and traffic conditions); 
and 

‘‘(B) the effect of State laws on the activities 
described in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(2) TESTS AND DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary 
may test, develop, or assist in testing and devel-
oping, any material, invention, patented article, 
or process. 

‘‘(3) COOPERATION, GRANTS, AND CONTRACTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 

out this section—
‘‘(i) independently; 
‘‘(ii) in cooperation with—
‘‘(I) any other Federal agency or instrumen-

tality; and 
‘‘(II) any Federal laboratory; or 
‘‘(iii) by making grants to, or entering into 

contracts, cooperative agreements, and other 
transactions with—

‘‘(I) the National Academy of Sciences; 
‘‘(II) the American Association of State High-

way and Transportation Officials; 
‘‘(III) planning organizations; 
‘‘(IV) a Federal laboratory; 
‘‘(V) a State agency; 
‘‘(VI) an authority, association, institution, or 

organization; 
‘‘(VII) a for-profit or nonprofit corporation; 
‘‘(VIII) a foreign country; or 
‘‘(IX) any other person. 
‘‘(B) COMPETITION; REVIEW.—All parties en-

tering into contracts, cooperative agreements or 
other transactions with the Secretary, or receiv-
ing grants, to perform research or provide tech-
nical assistance under this section shall be se-
lected, to the maximum extent practicable—

‘‘(i) on a competitive basis; and 
‘‘(ii) on the basis of the results of peer review 

of proposals submitted to the Secretary. 
‘‘(4) TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVATION.—The pro-

grams and activities carried out under this sec-
tion shall be consistent with the surface trans-
portation research and technology development 
strategic plan developed under section 508(c). 

‘‘(5) FUNDS.—
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‘‘(A) SPECIAL ACCOUNT.—In addition to other 

funds made available to carry out this section, 
the Secretary shall use such funds as may be de-
posited by any cooperating organization or per-
son in a special account of the Treasury estab-
lished for this purpose. 

‘‘(B) USE OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall use 
funds made available to carry out this section to 
develop, administer, communicate, and promote 
the use of products of research, development, 
and technology transfer programs under this 
section. 

‘‘(b) COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To encourage innovative 
solutions to surface transportation problems and 
stimulate the deployment of new technology, the 
Secretary may carry out, on a cost-shared basis, 
collaborative research and development with—

‘‘(A) non-Federal entities (including State and 
local governments, foreign governments, colleges 
and universities, corporations, institutions, 
partnerships, sole proprietorships, and trade as-
sociations that are incorporated or established 
under the laws of any State); and 

‘‘(B) Federal laboratories. 
‘‘(2) AGREEMENTS.—In carrying out this sub-

section, the Secretary may enter into coopera-
tive research and development agreements (as 
defined in section 12 of the Stevenson-Wydler 
Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3710a)). 

‘‘(3) FEDERAL SHARE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 

cost of activities carried out under a cooperative 
research and development agreement entered 
into under this subsection shall not exceed 50 
percent, except that if there is substantial public 
interest or benefit, the Secretary may approve a 
greater Federal share. 

‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—All costs directly 
incurred by the non-Federal partners, including 
personnel, travel, and hardware development 
costs, shall be credited toward the non-Federal 
share of the cost of the activities described in 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(4) USE OF TECHNOLOGY.—The research, de-
velopment, or use of a technology under a coop-
erative research and development agreement en-
tered into under this subsection, including the 
terms under which the technology may be li-
censed and the resulting royalties may be dis-
tributed, shall be subject to the Stevenson-
Wydler Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 
U.S.C. 3701 et seq.). 

‘‘(5) WAIVER OF ADVERTISING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 
U.S.C. 5) shall not apply to a contract or agree-
ment entered into under this chapter. 

‘‘(c) CONTENTS OF RESEARCH PROGRAM.—The 
Secretary shall include as priority areas of ef-
fort within the surface transportation research 
program—

‘‘(1) the development of new technologies and 
methods in materials, pavements, structures, de-
sign, and construction, with the objectives of—

‘‘(A)(i) increasing to 50 years the expected life 
of pavements; 

‘‘(ii) increasing to 100 years the expected life 
of bridges; and 

‘‘(iii) significantly increasing the durability of 
other infrastructure; 

‘‘(B) lowering the life-cycle costs, including—
‘‘(i) construction costs; 
‘‘(ii) maintenance costs; 
‘‘(iii) operations costs; and 
‘‘(vi) user costs. 
‘‘(2) the development, and testing for effective-

ness, of nondestructive evaluation technologies 
for civil infrastructure using existing and new 
technologies; 

‘‘(3) the investigation of—
‘‘(A) the application of current natural haz-

ard mitigation techniques to manmade hazards; 
and 

‘‘(B) the continuation of hazard mitigation re-
search combining manmade and natural haz-
ards; 

‘‘(4) the improvement of safety—
‘‘(A) at intersections; 
‘‘(B) with respect to accidents involving vehi-

cles run off the road; and 
‘‘(C) on rural roads; 
‘‘(5) the reduction of work zone incursions 

and improvement of work zone safety; 
‘‘(6) the improvement of geometric design of 

roads for the purpose of safety; 
‘‘(7) the examination of data collected through 

the national bridge inventory conducted under 
section 144 using the national bridge inspection 
standards established under section 151, with 
the objectives of determining whether—

‘‘(A) the most useful types of data are being 
collected; and 

‘‘(B) any improvement could be made in the 
types of data collected and the manner in which 
the data is collected, with respect to bridges in 
the United States; 

‘‘(8) the improvement of the infrastructure in-
vestment needs report described in subsection (g) 
through—

‘‘(A) the study and implementation of new 
methods of collecting better quality data, par-
ticularly with respect to performance, conges-
tion, and infrastructure conditions; 

‘‘(B) monitoring of the surface transportation 
system in a system-wide manner, through the 
use of—

‘‘(i) intelligent transportation system tech-
nologies of traffic operations centers; and 

‘‘(ii) other new data collection technologies as 
sources of better quality performance data; 

‘‘(C) the determination of the critical metrics 
that should be used to determine the condition 
and performance of the surface transportation 
system; and 

‘‘(D) the study and implementation of new 
methods of statistical analysis and computer 
models to improve the prediction of future infra-
structure investment requirements; 

‘‘(9) the development of methods to improve 
the determination of benefits from infrastructure 
improvements, including—

‘‘(A) more accurate calculations of benefit-to-
cost ratios, considering benefits and impacts 
throughout local and regional transportation 
systems; 

‘‘(B) improvements in calculating life-cycle 
costs; and 

‘‘(C) valuation of assets; 
‘‘(10) the improvement of planning processes 

to better predict outcomes of transportation 
projects, including the application of computer 
simulations in the planning process to predict 
outcomes of planning decisions; 

‘‘(11) the multimodal applications of Geo-
graphic Information Systems and remote sens-
ing, including such areas of application as—

‘‘(A) planning; 
‘‘(B) environmental decisionmaking and 

project delivery; and 
‘‘(C) freight movement; 
‘‘(12) the development and application of 

methods of providing revenues to the Highway 
Trust Fund with the objective of offsetting po-
tential reductions in fuel tax receipts; 

‘‘(13) the development of tests and methods to 
determine the benefits and costs to communities 
of major transportation investments and 
projects; 

‘‘(14) the conduct of extreme weather re-
search, including research to—

‘‘(A) reduce contraction and expansion dam-
age; 

‘‘(B) reduce or repair road damage caused by 
freezing and thawing; 

‘‘(C) improve deicing or snow removal tech-
niques; 

‘‘(D) develop better methods to reduce the risk 
of thermal collapse, including collapse from 
changes in underlying permafrost; 

‘‘(E) improve concrete and asphalt installa-
tion in extreme weather conditions; and 

‘‘(F) make other improvements to protect high-
way infrastructure or enhance highway safety 
or performance; 

‘‘(15) the improvement of planning processes 
and project development through the develop-
ment and application of collaboration tools and 
strategies for finding transportation solutions; 
and 

‘‘(16) any other surface transportation re-
search topics that the Secretary determines, in 
accordance with the strategic planning process 
under section 508, to be critical. 

‘‘(d) ADVANCED, HIGH-RISK RESEARCH.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish and carry out, in accordance with the sur-
face transportation research and technology de-
velopment strategic plan developed under sec-
tion 508(c) and research priority areas described 
in subsection (c), an advanced research program 
that addresses longer-term, higher-risk research 
with potentially dramatic breakthroughs for im-
proving the durability, efficiency, environ-
mental impact, productivity, and safety (includ-
ing bicycle and pedestrian safety) aspects of 
highway and intermodal transportation systems. 

‘‘(2) PARTNERSHIPS.—In carrying out the pro-
gram, the Secretary shall seek to develop part-
nerships with the public and private sectors. 

‘‘(3) REPORT.—The Secretary shall include in 
the strategic plan required under section 508(c) 
a description of each of the projects, and the 
amount of funds expended for each project, car-
ried out under this subsection during the fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(e) LONG-TERM PAVEMENT PERFORMANCE 
PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall con-
tinue, through September 30, 2009, the long-term 
pavement performance program tests, moni-
toring, and data analysis. 

‘‘(2) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, AND 
CONTRACTS.—Under the program, the Secretary 
shall make grants and enter into cooperative 
agreements and contracts to—

‘‘(A) monitor, material-test, and evaluate 
highway test sections in existence as of the date 
of the grant, agreement, or contract; 

‘‘(B) analyze the data obtained in carrying 
out subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(C) prepare products to fulfill program objec-
tives and meet future pavement technology 
needs. 

‘‘(3) CONCLUSION OF PROGRAM.—
‘‘(A) SUMMARY REPORT.—The Secretary shall 

include in the strategic plan required under sec-
tion 508(c) a report on the initial conclusions of 
the long-term pavement performance program 
that includes—

‘‘(i) an analysis of any research objectives 
that remain to be achieved under the program; 

‘‘(ii) an analysis of other associated longer-
term expenditures under the program that are in 
the public interest; 

‘‘(iii) a detailed plan regarding the storage, 
maintenance, and user support of the database, 
information management system, and materials 
reference library of the program; 

‘‘(iv) a schedule for continued implementation 
of the necessary data collection and analysis 
and project plan under the program; and 

‘‘(v) an estimate of the costs of carrying out 
each of the activities described in clauses (i) 
through (iv) for each fiscal year during which 
the program is carried out. 

‘‘(B) DEADLINE; USEFULNESS OF ADVANCES.—
The Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable—

‘‘(i) ensure that the long-term pavement per-
formance program is concluded not later than 
September 30, 2009; and 

‘‘(ii) make such allowances as are necessary to 
ensure the usefulness of the technological ad-
vances resulting from the program. 

‘‘(f) SEISMIC RESEARCH.—The Secretary 
shall—

‘‘(1) in consultation and cooperation with 
Federal agencies participating in the National 
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program estab-
lished by section 5 of the Earthquake Hazards 
Reduction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7704), coordi-
nate the conduct of seismic research; and 
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‘‘(2) take such actions as are necessary to en-

sure that the coordination of the research is 
consistent with—

‘‘(A) planning and coordination activities of 
the Director of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency under section 5(b)(1) of that Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7704(b)(1)); and 

‘‘(B) the plan developed by the Director of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency under 
section 8(b) of that Act (42 U.S.C. 7705b(b)). 

‘‘(g) INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT NEEDS RE-
PORT.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than July 31, 
2004, and July 31 of every second year there-
after, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report that describes—

‘‘(A) estimates of the future highway and 
bridge needs of the United States; and 

‘‘(B) the backlog of current highway and 
bridge needs. 

‘‘(2) COMPARISON WITH PRIOR REPORTS.—Each 
report under paragraph (1) shall provide the 
means, including all necessary information, to 
relate and compare the conditions and service 
measures used in the previous biennial reports. 

‘‘(h) SECURITY RELATED RESEARCH AND TECH-
NOLOGY TRANSFER ACTIVITIES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, with key stakeholder input (including 
State transportation departments) shall develop 
a 5-year strategic plan for research and tech-
nology transfer and deployment activities per-
taining to the security aspects of highway infra-
structure and operations. 

‘‘(2) COMPONENTS OF PLAN.—The plan shall 
include—

‘‘(A) an identification of which agencies are 
responsible for the conduct of various research 
and technology transfer activities; 

‘‘(B) a description of the manner in which 
those activities will be coordinated; and 

‘‘(C) a description of the process to be used to 
ensure that the advances derived from relevant 
activities supported by the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration are consistent with the operational 
guidelines, policies, recommendations, and regu-
lations of the Department of Homeland Security; 
and 

‘‘(D) a systematic evaluation of the research 
that should be conducted to address, at a min-
imum—

‘‘(i) vulnerabilities of, and measures that may 
be taken to improve, emergency response capa-
bilities and evacuations; 

‘‘(ii) recommended upgrades of traffic man-
agement during crises; 

‘‘(iii) enhanced communications among the 
public, the military, law enforcement, fire and 
emergency medical services, and transportation 
agencies; 

‘‘(iv) protection of critical, security-related in-
frastructure; and 

‘‘(v) structural reinforcement of key facilities. 
‘‘(3) SUBMISSION.—On completion of the plan 

under this subsection, the Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House 
of Representatives—

‘‘(A) a copy of the plan developed under para-
graph (1); and 

‘‘(B) a copy of a memorandum of under-
standing specifying coordination strategies and 
assignment of responsibilities covered by the 
plan that is signed by the Secretary and the 
Secretary of Homeland Security. 
‘‘§ 503. Technology application program 

‘‘(a) TECHNOLOGY APPLICATION INITIATIVES 
AND PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with interested stakeholders, shall de-

velop and administer a national technology ap-
plication initiatives and partnerships program. 

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program 
shall be to significantly accelerate the adoption 
of innovative technologies by the surface trans-
portation community. 

‘‘(3) APPLICATION GOALS.—
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 

days after the date of enactment of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Surface Transportation Re-
search Technology Advisory Committee, State 
transportation departments, and other inter-
ested stakeholders, shall establish, as part of the 
surface transportation research and technology 
development strategic plan under section 508(c), 
goals to carry out paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) DESIGN.—Each of the goals and the pro-
gram developed to achieve the goals shall be de-
signed to provide tangible benefits, with respect 
to transportation systems, in the areas of effi-
ciency, safety, reliability, service life, environ-
mental protection, and sustainability. 

‘‘(C) STRATEGIES FOR ACHIEVEMENT.—For 
each goal, the Secretary, in cooperation with 
representatives of the transportation commu-
nity, such as States, local governments, the pri-
vate sector, and academia, shall use domestic 
and international technology to develop strate-
gies and initiatives to achieve the goal, includ-
ing technical assistance in deploying technology 
and mechanisms for sharing information among 
program participants. 

‘‘(4) INTEGRATION WITH OTHER PROGRAMS.—
The Secretary shall integrate activities carried 
out under this subsection with the efforts of the 
Secretary to—

‘‘(A) disseminate the results of research spon-
sored by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(B) facilitate technology transfer. 
‘‘(5) LEVERAGING OF FEDERAL RESOURCES.—In 

selecting projects to be carried out under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall give preference to 
projects that leverage Federal funds with other 
significant public or private resources. 

‘‘(6) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, AND 
CONTRACTS.—Under the program, the Secretary 
may make grants and enter into cooperative 
agreements and contracts to foster alliances and 
support efforts to stimulate advances in trans-
portation technology. 

‘‘(7) REPORTS.—The results and progress of 
activities carried out under this section shall be 
published as part of the annual transportation 
research report prepared by the Secretary under 
section 508(c)(5). 

‘‘(8) ALLOCATION.—To the extent appropriate 
to achieve the goals established under para-
graph (3), the Secretary may further allocate 
funds made available to carry out this section to 
States for use by those States. 

‘‘(b) INNOVATIVE SURFACE TRANSPORTATION 
INFRASTRUCTURE RESEARCH AND CONSTRUCTION 
PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish and carry out a program for the application 
of innovative material, design, and construction 
technologies in the construction, preservation, 
and rehabilitation of elements of surface trans-
portation infrastructure. 

‘‘(2) GOALS.—The goals of the program shall 
include—

‘‘(A) the development of new, cost-effective, 
and innovative materials; 

‘‘(B) the reduction of maintenance costs and 
life-cycle costs of elements of infrastructure, in-
cluding the costs of new construction, replace-
ment, and rehabilitation; 

‘‘(C) the development of construction tech-
niques to increase safety and reduce construc-
tion time and traffic congestion; 

‘‘(D) the development of engineering design 
criteria for innovative products and materials 
for use in surface transportation infrastructure; 

‘‘(E) the development of highway bridges and 
structures that will withstand natural disasters 
and disasters caused by human activity; and 

‘‘(F) the development of new, nondestructive 
technologies and techniques for the evaluation 
of elements of transportation infrastructure. 

‘‘(3) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, AND 
CONTRACTS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Under the program, the 
Secretary shall make grants to, and enter into 
cooperative agreements and contracts with—

‘‘(i) States, other Federal agencies, univer-
sities and colleges, private sector entities, and 
nonprofit organizations, to pay the Federal 
share of the cost of research, development, and 
technology transfer concerning innovative mate-
rials and methods; and 

‘‘(ii) States, to pay the Federal share of the 
cost of repair, rehabilitation, replacement, and 
new construction of elements of surface trans-
portation infrastructure that demonstrate the 
application of innovative materials and meth-
ods. 

‘‘(B) APPLICATIONS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—To receive a grant under 

this subsection, an entity described in subpara-
graph (A) shall submit to the Secretary an ap-
plication in such form and containing such in-
formation as the Secretary may require. 

‘‘(ii) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall select 
and approve an application based on whether 
the proposed project that is the subject of the 
application would meet the goals described in 
paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) TECHNOLOGY AND INFORMATION TRANS-
FER.—The Secretary shall take such action as is 
necessary to—

‘‘(A) ensure that the information and tech-
nology resulting from research conducted under 
paragraph (3) is made available to State and 
local transportation departments and other in-
terested parties, as specified by the Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(B) encourage the use of the information and 
technology. 

‘‘(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project under this section shall be 
determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘§ 504. Training and education 
‘‘(a) NATIONAL HIGHWAY INSTITUTE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(A) operate, in the Federal Highway Admin-

istration, a National Highway Institute (re-
ferred to in this subsection as the ‘Institute’); 
and 

‘‘(B) administer, through the Institute, the 
authority vested in the Secretary by this title or 
by any other law for the development and con-
duct of education and training programs relat-
ing to highways. 

‘‘(2) DUTIES OF THE INSTITUTE.—In coopera-
tion with State transportation departments, in-
dustries in the United States, and national or 
international entities, the Institute shall develop 
and administer education and training pro-
grams of instruction for—

‘‘(A) Federal Highway Administration, State, 
and local transportation agency employees; 

‘‘(B) regional, State, and metropolitan plan-
ning organizations; 

‘‘(C) State and local police, public safety, and 
motor vehicle employees; and 

‘‘(D) United States citizens and foreign na-
tionals engaged or to be engaged in surface 
transportation work of interest to the United 
States. 

‘‘(3) COURSES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Institute shall—
‘‘(i) develop or update existing courses in asset 

management, including courses that include 
such components as—

‘‘(I) the determination of life-cycle costs; 
‘‘(II) the valuation of assets; 
‘‘(III) benefit-to-cost ratio calculations; and 
‘‘(IV) objective decisionmaking processes for 

project selection; and 
‘‘(ii) continually develop courses relating to 

the application of emerging technologies for—
‘‘(I) transportation infrastructure applica-

tions and asset management; 
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‘‘(II) intelligent transportation systems; 
‘‘(III) operations (including security oper-

ations); 
‘‘(IV) the collection and archiving of data; 
‘‘(V) expediting the planning and development 

of transportation projects; and 
‘‘(VI) the intermodal movement of individuals 

and freight. 
‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL COURSES.—In addition to the 

courses developed under subparagraph (A), the 
Institute, in consultation with State transpor-
tation departments, metropolitan planning orga-
nizations, and the American Association of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials, 
may develop courses relating to technology, 
methods, techniques, engineering, construction, 
safety, maintenance, environmental mitigation 
and compliance, regulations, management, in-
spection, and finance. 

‘‘(C) REVISION OF COURSES OFFERED.—The In-
stitute shall periodically—

‘‘(i) review the course inventory of the Insti-
tute; and 

‘‘(ii) revise or cease to offer courses based on 
course content, applicability, and need. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBILITY; FEDERAL SHARE.—The funds 
apportioned to a State under section 104(b)(3) 
for the surface transportation program shall be 
expended by the State transportation depart-
ment for the payment of not to exceed 80 percent 
of the cost of tuition and direct educational ex-
penses (excluding salaries) in connection with 
the education and training of employees of State 
and local transportation agencies in accordance 
with this subsection. 

‘‘(5) FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

paragraph (B), education and training of em-
ployees of Federal, State, and local transpor-
tation (including highway) agencies authorized 
under this subsection may be provided—

‘‘(i) by the Secretary, at no cost to the States 
and local governments, if the Secretary deter-
mines that provision at no cost is in the public 
interest; or 

‘‘(ii) by the State, through grants, cooperative 
agreements, and contracts with public and pri-
vate agencies, institutions, individuals, and the 
Institute. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENT OF FULL COST BY PRIVATE PER-
SONS.—Private agencies, international or foreign 
entities, and individuals shall pay the full cost 
of any education and training (including the 
cost of course development) received by the 
agencies, entities, and individuals, unless the 
Secretary determines that payment of a lesser 
amount of the cost is of critical importance to 
the public interest. 

‘‘(6) TRAINING FELLOWSHIPS; COOPERATION.—
The Institute may—

‘‘(A) engage in training activities authorized 
under this subsection, including the granting of 
training fellowships; and 

‘‘(B) exercise the authority of the Institute 
independently or in cooperation with any—

‘‘(i) other Federal or State agency; 
‘‘(ii) association, authority, institution, or or-

ganization; 
‘‘(iii) for-profit or nonprofit corporation; 
‘‘(iv) national or international entity; 
‘‘(v) foreign country; or 
‘‘(vi) person. 
‘‘(7) COLLECTION OF FEES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 

subsection, the Institute may assess and collect 
fees to defray the costs of the Institute in devel-
oping or administering education and training 
programs under this subsection. 

‘‘(B) PERSONS SUBJECT TO FEES.—Fees may be 
assessed and collected under this subsection 
only with respect to—

‘‘(i) persons and entities for whom education 
or training programs are developed or adminis-
tered under this subsection; and 

‘‘(ii) persons and entities to whom education 
or training is provided under this subsection. 

‘‘(C) AMOUNT OF FEES.—The fees assessed and 
collected under this subsection shall be estab-

lished in a manner that ensures that the liabil-
ity of any person or entity for a fee is reason-
ably based on the proportion of the costs re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A) that relate to the 
person or entity. 

‘‘(D) USE.—All fees collected under this sub-
section shall be used, without further appro-
priation, to defray costs associated with the de-
velopment or administration of education and 
training programs authorized under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(8) RELATION TO FEES.—The funds made 
available to carry out this subsection may be 
combined with or held separate from the fees 
collected under—

‘‘(A) paragraph (7); 
‘‘(B) memoranda of understanding; 
‘‘(C) regional compacts; and 
‘‘(D) other similar agreements. 
‘‘(b) LOCAL TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAM.—
‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a local technical assistance program that 
will provide access to surface transportation 
technology to—

‘‘(A) highway and transportation agencies in 
urbanized areas; 

‘‘(B) highway and transportation agencies in 
rural areas; 

‘‘(C) contractors that perform work for the 
agencies; and 

‘‘(D) infrastructure security. 
‘‘(2) GRANTS, COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS, AND 

CONTRACTS.—The Secretary may make grants 
and enter into cooperative agreements and con-
tracts to provide education and training, tech-
nical assistance, and related support services 
to—

‘‘(A) assist rural, local transportation agen-
cies and tribal governments, and the consultants 
and construction personnel working for the 
agencies and governments, to—

‘‘(i) develop and expand expertise in road and 
transportation areas (including pavement, 
bridge, concrete structures, intermodal connec-
tions, safety management systems, intelligent 
transportation systems, incident response, oper-
ations, and traffic safety countermeasures); 

‘‘(ii) improve roads and bridges; 
‘‘(iii) enhance—
‘‘(I) programs for the movement of passengers 

and freight; and 
‘‘(II) intergovernmental transportation plan-

ning and project selection; and 
‘‘(iv) deal effectively with special transpor-

tation-related problems by preparing and pro-
viding training packages, manuals, guidelines, 
and technical resource materials; 

‘‘(B) develop technical assistance for tourism 
and recreational travel; 

‘‘(C) identify, package, and deliver transpor-
tation technology and traffic safety information 
to local jurisdictions to assist urban transpor-
tation agencies in developing and expanding 
their ability to deal effectively with transpor-
tation-related problems (particularly the pro-
motion of regional cooperation); 

‘‘(D) operate, in cooperation with State trans-
portation departments and universities—

‘‘(i) local technical assistance program centers 
designated to provide transportation technology 
transfer services to rural areas and to urbanized 
areas; and 

‘‘(ii) local technical assistance program cen-
ters designated to provide transportation tech-
nical assistance to tribal governments; and 

‘‘(E) allow local transportation agencies and 
tribal governments, in cooperation with the pri-
vate sector, to enhance new technology imple-
mentation. 

‘‘(c) RESEARCH FELLOWSHIPS.—
‘‘(1) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary, 

acting independently or in cooperation with 
other Federal agencies and instrumentalities, 
may make grants for research fellowships for 
any purpose for which research is authorized by 
this chapter. 

‘‘(2) DWIGHT DAVID EISENHOWER TRANSPOR-
TATION FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM.—The Secretary 

shall establish and implement a transportation 
research fellowship program, to be known as the 
‘Dwight David Eisenhower Transportation Fel-
lowship Program’, for the purpose of attracting 
qualified students to the field of transportation. 

‘‘§ 505. State planning and research 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Two percent of the sums 

apportioned to a State for fiscal year 2004 and 
each fiscal year thereafter under sections 104 
(other than subsections (f) and (h)) and 144 
shall be available for expenditure by the State, 
in consultation with the Secretary, only for—

‘‘(1) the conduct of engineering and economic 
surveys and investigations; 

‘‘(2) the planning of—
‘‘(A) future highway programs and local pub-

lic transportation systems; and 
‘‘(B) the financing of those programs and sys-

tems, including metropolitan and statewide 
planning under sections 134 and 135; 

‘‘(3) the development and implementation of 
management systems under section 303; 

‘‘(4) the conduct of studies on—
‘‘(A) the economy, safety, and convenience of 

surface transportation systems; and 
‘‘(B) the desirable regulation and equitable 

taxation of those systems; 
‘‘(5) research, development, and technology 

transfer activities necessary in connection with 
the planning, design, construction, manage-
ment, and maintenance of highway, public 
transportation, and intermodal transportation 
systems; 

‘‘(6) the conduct of studies, research, and 
training relating to the engineering standards 
and construction materials for surface transpor-
tation systems described in paragraph (5) (in-
cluding the evaluation and accreditation of in-
spection and testing and the regulation of and 
charging for the use of the standards and mate-
rials); and 

‘‘(7) the conduct of activities relating to the 
planning of real-time monitoring elements. 

‘‘(b) MINIMUM EXPENDITURES ON RESEARCH, 
DEVELOPMENT, AND TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AC-
TIVITIES.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
not less than 25 percent of the funds subject to 
subsection (a) that are apportioned to a State 
for a fiscal year shall be expended by the State 
for research, development, and technology 
transfer activities that—

‘‘(A) are described in subsection (a); and 
‘‘(B) relate to highway, public transportation, 

and intermodal transportation systems. 
‘‘(2) WAIVERS.—The Secretary may waive the 

application of paragraph (1) with respect to a 
State for a fiscal year if—

‘‘(A) the State certifies to the Secretary for the 
fiscal year that total expenditures by the State 
for transportation planning under sections 134 
and 135 will exceed 75 percent of the funds de-
scribed in paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary accepts the certification of 
the State. 

‘‘(3) NONAPPLICABILITY OF ASSESSMENT.—
Funds expended under paragraph (1) shall not 
be considered to be part of the extramural budg-
et of the agency for the purpose of section 9 of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 638). 

‘‘(c) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project carried out using funds sub-
ject to subsection (a) shall be the share applica-
ble under section 120(b), as adjusted under sub-
section (d) of that section. 

‘‘(d) ADMINISTRATION OF SUMS.—Funds sub-
ject to subsection (a) shall be—

‘‘(1) combined and administered by the Sec-
retary as a single fund; and 

‘‘(2) available for obligation for the period de-
scribed in section 118(b)(2). 

‘‘(e) ELIGIBLE USE OF STATE PLANNING AND 
RESEARCH FUNDS.—A State, in coordination 
with the Secretary, may obligate funds made 
available to carry out this section for any pur-
pose authorized under section 506(a). 
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‘‘§ 506. International highway transportation 

outreach program 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary may es-

tablish an international highway transportation 
outreach program—

‘‘(1) to inform the United States highway com-
munity of technological innovations in foreign 
countries that could significantly improve high-
way transportation in the United States; 

‘‘(2) to promote United States highway trans-
portation expertise, goods, and services in for-
eign countries; and 

‘‘(3) to increase transfers of United States 
highway transportation technology to foreign 
countries. 

‘‘(b) ACTIVITIES.—Activities carried out under 
the program may include—

‘‘(1) the development, monitoring, assessment, 
and dissemination in the United States of infor-
mation about highway transportation innova-
tions in foreign countries that could signifi-
cantly improve highway transportation in the 
United States; 

‘‘(2) research, development, demonstration, 
training, and other forms of technology transfer 
and exchange; 

‘‘(3) the provision to foreign countries, 
through participation in trade shows, seminars, 
expositions, and other similar activities, of in-
formation relating to the technical quality of 
United States highway transportation goods 
and services; 

‘‘(4) the offering of technical services of the 
Federal Highway Administration that cannot be 
readily obtained from private sector firms in the 
United States for incorporation into the pro-
posals of those firms undertaking highway 
transportation projects outside the United 
States, if the costs of the technical services will 
be recovered under the terms of the project; 

‘‘(5) the conduct of studies to assess the need 
for, or feasibility of, highway transportation im-
provements in foreign countries; and 

‘‘(6) the gathering and dissemination of infor-
mation on foreign transportation markets and 
industries. 

‘‘(c) COOPERATION.—The Secretary may carry 
out this section in cooperation with any appro-
priate—

‘‘(1) Federal, State, or local agency; 
‘‘(2) authority, association, institution, or or-

ganization; 
‘‘(3) for-profit or nonprofit corporation; 
‘‘(4) national or international entity; 
‘‘(5) foreign country; or 
‘‘(6) person. 
‘‘(d) FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) CONTRIBUTIONS.—Funds available to 

carry out this section shall include funds depos-
ited by any cooperating organization or person 
into a special account of the Treasury estab-
lished for this purpose. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE USES OF FUNDS.—The funds de-
posited into the account, and other funds avail-
able to carry out this section, shall be available 
to cover the cost of any activity eligible under 
this section, including the cost of—

‘‘(A) promotional materials; 
‘‘(B) travel; 
‘‘(C) reception and representation expenses; 

and 
‘‘(D) salaries and benefits. 
‘‘(3) REIMBURSEMENTS FOR SALARIES AND BEN-

EFITS.—Reimbursements for salaries and bene-
fits of Department of Transportation employees 
providing services under this section shall be 
credited to the account. 

‘‘(e) REPORT—For each fiscal year, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a re-
port that describes the destinations and indi-
vidual trip costs of international travel con-
ducted in carrying out activities described in 
this section. 

‘‘§ 507. Surface transportation-environment 
cooperative research program 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish and carry out a surface transportation-en-
vironment cooperative research program. 

‘‘(b) CONTENTS.—The program carried out 
under this section may include research—

‘‘(1) to develop more accurate models for eval-
uating transportation control measures and 
transportation system designs that are appro-
priate for use by State and local governments 
(including metropolitan planning organizations) 
in designing implementation plans to meet Fed-
eral, State, and local environmental require-
ments; 

‘‘(2) to improve understanding of the factors 
that contribute to the demand for transpor-
tation; 

‘‘(3) to develop indicators of economic, social, 
and environmental performance of transpor-
tation systems to facilitate analysis of potential 
alternatives; 

‘‘(4) to meet additional priorities as deter-
mined by the Secretary in the strategic planning 
process under section 508; and 

‘‘(5) to refine, through the conduct of work-
shops, symposia, and panels, and in consulta-
tion with stakeholders (including the Depart-
ment of Energy, the Environmental Protection 
Agency, and other appropriate Federal and 
State agencies and associations) the scope and 
research emphases of the program. 

‘‘(c) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—The Sec-
retary shall—

‘‘(1) administer the program established under 
this section; and 

‘‘(2) ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that—

‘‘(A) the best projects and researchers are se-
lected to conduct research in the priority areas 
described in subsection (b)—

‘‘(i) on the basis of merit of each submitted 
proposal; and 

‘‘(ii) through the use of open solicitations and 
selection by a panel of appropriate experts; 

‘‘(B) a qualified, permanent core staff with 
the ability and expertise to manage a large 
multiyear budget is used; 

‘‘(C) the stakeholders are involved in the gov-
ernance of the program, at the executive, overall 
program, and technical levels, through the use 
of expert panels and committees; and 

‘‘(D) there is no duplication of research effort 
between the program established under this sec-
tion and the new strategic highway research 
program established under section 509. 

‘‘(d) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES.—The 
Secretary may make grants to, and enter into 
cooperative agreements with, the National 
Academy of Sciences to carry out such activities 
relating to the research, technology, and tech-
nology transfer activities described in sub-
sections (b) and (c) as the Secretary determines 
to be appropriate. 

‘‘§ 508. Surface transportation research tech-
nology deployment and strategic planning 
‘‘(a) PLANNING.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(A) establish, in accordance with section 306 

of title 5, a strategic planning process that—
‘‘(i) enhances effective implementation of this 

section through the establishment in accordance 
with paragraph (2) of the Surface Transpor-
tation Research Technology Advisory Com-
mittee; and 

‘‘(ii) focuses on surface transportation re-
search funded through paragraphs (1), (2), (4), 
and (5) of section 2001(a) of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act of 2003, taking into consideration na-
tional surface transportation system needs and 
intermodality requirements; 

‘‘(B) coordinate Federal surface transpor-
tation research, technology development, and 
deployment activities; 

‘‘(C) at such intervals as are appropriate and 
practicable, measure the results of those activi-

ties and the ways in which the activities affect 
the performance of the surface transportation 
systems of the United States; and 

‘‘(D) ensure, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, that planning and reporting activities 
carried out under this section are coordinated 
with all other surface transportation planning 
and reporting requirements. 

‘‘(2) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH 
TECHNOLOGY ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—

‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Secretary shall es-
tablish a committee to be known as the ‘Surface 
Transportation Research Technology Advisory 
Committee’ (referred to in this section as the 
‘Committee’). 

‘‘(B) MEMBERSHIP.—The Committee shall be 
composed of 12 members appointed by the Sec-
retary—

‘‘(i) each of which shall have expertise in a 
particular area relating to Federal surface 
transportation programs, including—

‘‘(I) safety; 
‘‘(II) operations; 
‘‘(III) infrastructure (including pavements 

and structures); 
‘‘(IV) planning and environment; 
‘‘(V) policy; and 
‘‘(VI) asset management; and 
‘‘(ii) of which—
‘‘(I) 3 members shall be individuals rep-

resenting the Federal Government; 
‘‘(II) 3 members—
‘‘(aa) shall be exceptionally qualified to serve 

on the Committee, as determined by the Sec-
retary, based on education, training, and expe-
rience; and 

‘‘(bb) shall not be officers or employees of the 
United States; 

‘‘(III) 3 members—
‘‘(aa) shall represent the transportation in-

dustry (including the pavement industry); and 
‘‘(bb) shall not be officers or employees of the 

United States; and 
‘‘(IV) 3 members shall represent State trans-

portation departments from 3 different geo-
graphical regions of the United States. 

‘‘(C) MEETINGS.—The advisory subcommittees 
shall meet on a regular basis, but not less than 
twice each year. 

‘‘(D) DUTIES.—The Committee shall provide to 
the Secretary, on a continuous basis, advice and 
guidance relating to—

‘‘(i) the determination of surface transpor-
tation research priorities; 

‘‘(ii) the improvement of the research plan-
ning and implementation process; 

‘‘(iii) the design and selection of research 
projects; 

‘‘(iv) the review of research results; 
‘‘(v) the planning and implementation of tech-

nology transfer activities and 
‘‘(vi) the formulation of the surface transpor-

tation research and technology deployment and 
deployment strategic plan required under sub-
section (c). 

‘‘(E) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) to carry out this paragraph 
$200,000 for each fiscal year. 

‘‘(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary shall—
‘‘(1) provide for the integrated planning, co-

ordination, and consultation among the oper-
ating administrations of the Department of 
Transportation, all other Federal agencies with 
responsibility for surface transportation re-
search and technology development, State and 
local governments, institutions of higher edu-
cation, industry, and other private and public 
sector organizations engaged in surface trans-
portation-related research and development ac-
tivities; and 

‘‘(2) ensure that the surface transportation re-
search and technology development programs of 
the Department do not duplicate other Federal, 
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State, or private sector research and develop-
ment programs. 

‘‘(c) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH AND 
TECHNOLOGY DEPLOYMENT STRATEGIC PLAN.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—After receiving, and based 
on, extensive consultation and input from stake-
holders representing the transportation commu-
nity and the Surface Transportation Research 
Advisory Committee, the Secretary shall, not 
later than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003, complete, 
and shall periodically update thereafter, a stra-
tegic plan for each of the core surface transpor-
tation research areas, including—

‘‘(A) safety; 
‘‘(B) operations; 
‘‘(C) infrastructure (including pavements and 

structures); 
‘‘(D) planning and environment; and 
‘‘(E) policy. 
‘‘(2) COMPONENTS.—The strategic plan shall 

specify—
‘‘(A) surface transportation research objec-

tives and priorities; 
‘‘(B) specific highway research projects to be 

conducted; 
‘‘(C) recommended technology transfer activi-

ties to promote the deployment of advances re-
sulting from the highway research conducted; 
and 

‘‘(D) short- and long-term technology develop-
ment and deployment activities. 

‘‘(3) REVIEW AND SUBMISSION OF FINDINGS.—
The Secretary shall enter into a contract with 
the Transportation Research Board of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, on behalf of the Re-
search and Technology Coordinating Committee 
of the National Research Council, under 
which—

‘‘(A) the Transportation Research Board 
shall—

‘‘(i) review the research and technology plan-
ning and implementation process used by Fed-
eral Highway Administration; and 

‘‘(ii) evaluate each of the strategic plans pre-
pared under this subsection—

‘‘(I) to ensure that sufficient stakeholder 
input is being solicited and considered through-
out the preparation process; and 

‘‘(II) to offer recommendations relevant to re-
search priorities, project selection, and deploy-
ment strategies; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary shall ensure that the Re-
search and Technology Coordinating Committee, 
in a timely manner, informs the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives of 
the findings of the review and evaluation under 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(4) RESPONSES OF SECRETARY.—Not later 
than 60 days after the date of completion of the 
strategic plan under this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives writ-
ten responses to each of the recommendations of 
the Research and Technology Coordinating 
Committee under paragraph (3)(A)(ii)(II). 

‘‘(d) CONSISTENCY WITH GOVERNMENT PER-
FORMANCE AND RESULTS ACT OF 1993.—The 
plans and reports developed under this section 
shall be consistent with and incorporated as 
part of the plans developed under section 306 of 
title 5 and sections 1115 and 1116 of title 31. 
‘‘§ 509. New strategic highway research pro-

gram 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Research 

Council shall establish and carry out, through 
fiscal year 2009, a new strategic highway re-
search program. 

‘‘(b) BASIS; PRIORITIES.—With respect to the 
program established under subsection (a)—

‘‘(1) the program shall be based on—
‘‘(A) National Research Council Special Re-

port No. 260, entitled ‘Strategic Highway Re-
search’; and 

‘‘(B) the results of the detailed planning work 
subsequently carried out to scope the research 
areas through National Cooperative Research 
Program Project 20–58. 

‘‘(2) the scope and research priorities of the 
program shall—

‘‘(A) be refined through stakeholder input in 
the form of workshops, symposia, and panels; 
and 

‘‘(B) include an examination of—
‘‘(i) the roles of highway infrastructure, driv-

ers, and vehicles in fatalities on public roads; 
‘‘(ii) high-risk areas and activities associated 

with the greatest numbers of highway fatalities; 
‘‘(iii) the roles of various levels of government 

agencies and non-governmental organizations in 
reducing highway fatalities (including rec-
ommendations for methods of strengthening 
highway safety partnerships); 

‘‘(iv) measures that may save the greatest 
number of lives in the short- and long-term; 

‘‘(v) renewal of aging infrastructure with min-
imum impact on users of facilities; 

‘‘(vi) driving behavior and likely crash causal 
factors to support improved countermeasures; 

‘‘(vii) reduction in congestion due to non-
recurring congestion; 

‘‘(viii) planning and designing of new road 
capacity to meet mobility, economic, environ-
mental, and community needs; 

‘‘(3) the program shall consider, at a min-
imum, the results of studies relating to the im-
plementation of the Strategic Highway Safety 
Plan prepared by the American Association of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials; 
and 

‘‘(4) the research results of the program, ex-
pressed in terms of technologies, methodologies, 
and other appropriate categorizations, shall be 
disseminated to practicing engineers as soon as 
practicable for their use. 

‘‘(c) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying 
out the program under this section, the National 
Research Council shall ensure, to the maximum 
extent practicable, that—

‘‘(1) the best projects and researchers are se-
lected to conduct research for the program and 
priorities described in subsection (b)—

‘‘(A) on the basis of the merit of each sub-
mitted proposal; and 

‘‘(B) through the use of open solicitations and 
selection by a panel of appropriate experts; 

‘‘(2) the National Research Council acquires a 
qualified, permanent core staff with the ability 
and expertise to manage a large research pro-
gram and multiyear budget; 

‘‘(3) the stakeholders are involved in the gov-
ernance of the program, at the executive, overall 
program, and technical levels, through the use 
of expert panels and committees; and 

‘‘(4) there is no duplication of research effort 
between the program established under this sec-
tion and the surface transportation-environment 
cooperative research program established under 
section 507 or any other research effort of the 
Department. 

‘‘(d) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES.—The 
Secretary may make grants to, and enter into 
cooperative agreements with, the National 
Academy of Sciences to carry out such activities 
relating to research, technology, and technology 
transfer described in subsections (b) and (c) as 
the Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(e) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF RE-
SULTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than October 1, 
2007, the Secretary shall enter into a contract 
with the Transportation Research Board of the 
National Academy of Sciences under which the 
Transportation Research Board shall complete a 
report on the strategies and administrative 
structure to be used for implementation of the 
results of new strategic highway research pro-
gram. 

‘‘(2) COMPONENTS.—The report under para-
graph (1) shall include, with respect to the new 
strategic highway research program—

‘‘(A) an identification of the most promising 
results of research under the program (including 
the persons most likely to use the results); 

‘‘(B) a discussion of potential incentives for, 
impediments to, and methods of, implementing 
those results; 

‘‘(C) an estimate of costs that would be in-
curred in expediting implementation of those re-
sults; and 

‘‘(D) recommendations for the way in which 
implementation of the results of the program 
under this section should be conducted, coordi-
nated, and supported in future years, including 
a discussion of the administrative structure and 
organization best suited to carry out those re-
sponsibilities. 

‘‘(3) CONSULTATION.—In developing the re-
port, the Transportation Research Board shall 
consult with a wide variety of stakeholders, in-
cluding—

‘‘(A) the American Association of State high-
way Officials; 

‘‘(B) the Federal Highway Administration; 
and 

‘‘(C) the Surface Transportation Research 
Technology Advisory Committee. 

‘‘(4) SUBMISSION.—Not later than February 1, 
2009, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives the report under this subsection. 

‘‘§ 510. University transportation centers 
‘‘(a) CENTERS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—During fiscal year 2004, the 

Secretary shall provide grants to 40 nonprofit 
institutions of higher learning (or consortia of 
institutions of higher learning) to establish cen-
ters to address transportation design, manage-
ment, research, development, and technology 
matters, especially the education and training 
of greater numbers of individuals to enter into 
the professional field of transportation. 

‘‘(2) DISTRIBUTION OF CENTERS.—Not more 
than 1 university transportation center (or lead 
university in a consortia of institutions of high-
er learning), other than a center or university 
selected through a competitive process, may be 
located in any State. 

‘‘(3) IDENTIFICATION OF CENTERS.—The uni-
versity transportation centers established under 
this section shall—

‘‘(A) comply with applicable requirements 
under subsection (c); and 

‘‘(B) be located at the institutions of higher 
learning specified in paragraph (4). 

‘‘(4) IDENTIFICATION OF GROUPS.—For the pur-
pose of making grants under this subsection, the 
following grants are identified: 

‘‘(A) GROUP A.—Group A shall consist of the 
10 regional centers selected under subsection (b). 

‘‘(B) GROUP B.—Group B shall consist of the 
following: 

‘‘(i) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(ii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(iii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(iv) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(v) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(vi) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(vii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(viii) ƒlllllllll≈

‘‘(ix) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(x) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(xi) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(C) GROUP C.—Group C shall consist of the 

following: 
‘‘(i) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(ii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(iii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(iv) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(v) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(vi) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(vii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(viii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(ix) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(x) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(xi) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(D) GROUP D.—Group D shall consist of the 

following: 
‘‘(i) ƒlllllllll≈. 
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‘‘(ii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(iii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(iv) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(v) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(vi) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(vii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(viii) ƒlllllllll≈. 
‘‘(b) REGIONAL CENTERS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 

30, 2004, the Secretary shall provide to nonprofit 
institutions of higher learning (or consortia of 
institutions of higher learning) grants to be used 
during the period of fiscal years 2005 through 
2009 to establish and operate 1 university trans-
portation center in each of the 10 Federal re-
gions that comprise the Standard Federal Re-
gional Boundary System. 

‘‘(2) SELECTION OF REGIONAL CENTERS.—
‘‘(A) PROPOSALS.—In order to be eligible to re-

ceive a grant under this subsection, an institu-
tion described in paragraph (1) shall submit to 
the Secretary a proposal, in response to any re-
quest for proposals that shall be made by the 
Secretary, that is in such form and contains 
such information as the Secretary shall pre-
scribe. 

‘‘(B) REQUEST SCHEDULE.—The Secretary shall 
request proposals once for the period of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2006 and once for the period 
of fiscal years 2007 through 2009. 

‘‘(C) ELIGIBILITY.—Any institution of higher 
learning (or consortium of institutions of higher 
learning) that meets the criteria described in 
subsection (c) (including any institution identi-
fied in subsection (a)(4)) may apply for a grant 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(D) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall select each recipient of a grant under this 
subsection through a competitive process on the 
basis of—

‘‘(i) the location of the center within the Fed-
eral region to be served; 

‘‘(ii) the demonstrated research capabilities 
and extension resources available to the recipi-
ent to carry out this section; 

‘‘(iii) the capability of the recipient to provide 
leadership in making national and regional con-
tributions to the solution of immediate and long-
range transportation problems; 

‘‘(iv) the demonstrated ability of the recipient 
to disseminate results of transportation research 
and education programs through a statewide or 
regionwide continuing education program; and 

‘‘(v) the strategic plan that the recipient pro-
poses to carry out using funds from the grant. 

‘‘(E) SELECTION PROCESS.—In selecting the re-
cipients of grants under this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall consult with, and consider the ad-
vice of—

‘‘(i) the Research and Special Programs Ad-
ministration; 

‘‘(ii) the Federal Highway Administration; 
and 

‘‘(iii) the Federal Transit Administration. 
‘‘(c) CENTER REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a university 

transportation center established under sub-
section (a) or (b), the institution or consortium 
that receives a grant to establish the center—

‘‘(A) shall annually contribute at least 
$250,000 to the operation and maintenance of 
the center, except that payment by the institu-
tion or consortium of the salary required for 
transportation-related faculty and staff for a 
period greater than 90 days may not be counted 
against that contribution; 

‘‘(B) shall have established, as of the date of 
receipt of the grant, undergraduate or graduate 
programs in—

‘‘(i) civil engineering; 
‘‘(ii) transportation engineering; 
‘‘(iii) transportation systems management and 

operations; or 
‘‘(iv) any other field significantly related to 

surface transportation systems, as determined 
by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(C) not later than 120 days after the date on 
which the institution or consortium receives no-

tice of selection as a site for the establishment of 
a university transportation center under this 
section, shall submit to the Secretary a 6-year 
program plan for the university transportation 
center that includes, with respect to the center—

‘‘(i) a description of the purposes of programs 
to be conducted by the center; 

‘‘(ii) a description of the undergraduate and 
graduate transportation education efforts to be 
carried out by the center; 

‘‘(iii) a description of the nature and scope of 
research to be conducted by the center; 

‘‘(iv) a list of personnel, including the roles 
and responsibilities of those personnel within 
the center; and 

‘‘(v) a detailed budget, including the amount 
of contributions by the institution or consortium 
to the center; and 

‘‘(D) shall establish an advisory committee 
that—

‘‘(i) is composed of a representative from each 
of the State transportation department of the 
State in which the institution or consortium is 
located, the Department of Transportation, and 
the institution or consortia, as appointed by 
those respective entities; 

‘‘(ii) in accordance with paragraph (2), shall 
review and approve or disapprove the plan of 
the institution or consortium under subpara-
graph (C); and 

‘‘(iii) shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, ensure that the proposed research to be 
carried out by the university transportation cen-
ter will contribute to the national highway re-
search and technology agenda, as periodically 
updated by the Secretary, in consultation with 
stakeholders representing the highway commu-
nity. 

‘‘(2) PEER REVIEW.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall require 

peer review for each report on research carried 
out using funds made available for this section. 

‘‘(B) PURPOSES OF PEER REVIEW.—Peer review 
of a report under this section shall be carried 
out to evaluate—

‘‘(i) the relevance of the research described in 
the report with respect to the strategic plan 
under, and the goals of, this section; 

‘‘(ii) the research covered by the report, and 
to recommend modifications to individual 
project plans; 

‘‘(iii) the results of the research before publi-
cation of those results; and 

‘‘(iv) the overall outcomes of the research. 
‘‘(C) INTERNET AVAILABILITY.—Each report 

under this section that is received by the Sec-
retary shall be published—

‘‘(i) by the Secretary, on the Internet website 
of the Department of Transportation; and 

‘‘(ii) by the University Transportation Center. 
‘‘(3) APPROVAL OF PLANS.—A plan of an insti-

tution or consortium described in paragraph 
(1)(C) shall not be submitted to the Secretary 
until such time as the advisory committee estab-
lished under paragraph (1)(D) reviews and ap-
proves the plan. 

‘‘(4) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—If a recipient of a 
grant under this subsection fails to submit a 
program plan acceptable to the Secretary and in 
accordance with paragraph (1)(C)—

‘‘(A) the recipient shall forfeit the grant and 
the selection of the recipient as a site for the es-
tablishment of a university transportation cen-
ter; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary shall select a replacement 
recipient for the forfeited grant. 

‘‘(5) APPLICABILITY.—This subsection does not 
apply to any research funds received in accord-
ance with a competitive contract offered and en-
tered into by the Federal Highway Administra-
tion. 

‘‘(d) OBJECTIVES.—Each university transpor-
tation center established under subsection (a) or 
(b) shall carry out—

‘‘(1) undergraduate or graduate education 
programs that include—

‘‘(A) multidisciplinary coursework; and 
‘‘(B) opportunities for students to participate 

in research; 

‘‘(2) basic and applied research, the results 
and products of which shall be judged by peers 
or other experts in the field so as to advance the 
body of knowledge in transportation; and 

‘‘(3) an ongoing program of technology trans-
fer that makes research results available to po-
tential users in such form as will enable the re-
sults to be implemented, used, or otherwise ap-
plied. 

‘‘(e) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—To be eligible 
to receive a grant under this section, an appli-
cant shall—

‘‘(1) enter into an agreement with the Sec-
retary to ensure that the applicant will main-
tain total expenditures from all other sources to 
establish and operate a university transpor-
tation center and related educational and re-
search activities at a level that is at least equal 
to the average level of those expenditures during 
the 2 fiscal years before the date on which the 
grant is provided; 

‘‘(2) provide the annual institutional con-
tribution required under subsection (c)(1); and 

‘‘(3) submit to the Secretary, in a timely man-
ner, for use by the Secretary in the preparation 
of the annual research report under section 
508(c)(5) of title 23, an annual report on the 
projects and activities of the university trans-
portation center for which funds are made 
available under section 2001 of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003 that contains, at a 
minimum, for the fiscal year covered by the re-
port, a description of—

‘‘(A) the goals of the center; 
‘‘(B) the educational activities carried out by 

the center (including a detailed summary of the 
budget for those educational activities); 

‘‘(C) teaching activities of faculty at the cen-
ter; 

‘‘(D) each research project carried out by the 
center, including—

‘‘(i) the identity and location of each investi-
gator working on a research project; 

‘‘(ii) the overall funding amount for each re-
search project (including the amounts expended 
for the project as of the date of the report); 

‘‘(iii) the current schedule for each research 
project; and 

‘‘(iv) the results of each research project 
through the date of submission of the report, 
with particular emphasis on results for the fis-
cal year covered by the report; and 

‘‘(E) overall technology transfer and imple-
mentation efforts of the center. 

‘‘(f) PROGRAM COORDINATION.—The Secretary 
shall—

‘‘(1) coordinate the research, education, train-
ing, and technology transfer activities carried 
out by recipients of grants under this section; 
and 

‘‘(2) establish and operate a clearinghouse for, 
and disseminate, the results of those activities. 

‘‘(g) FUNDING.—
‘‘(1) NUMBER AND AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—The 

Secretary shall make the following grants under 
this subsection: 

‘‘(A) GROUP A.—For each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, the Secretary shall make a grant 
in the amount of $20,000,000 to each of the insti-
tutions in group A (as described in subsection 
(a)(4)(A)). 

‘‘(B) GROUP B.—The Secretary shall make a 
grant to each of the institutions in group B (as 
described in subsection (a)(4)(B)) in the amount 
of—

‘‘(i) $4,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 and 
2005; and 

‘‘(ii) $6,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 
and 2007. 

‘‘(C) GROUP C.—For each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2007, the Secretary shall make a grant 
in the amount of $10,000,000 to each of the insti-
tutions in group C (as described in subsection 
(a)(4)(C)). 

‘‘(D) GROUP D.—For each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, the Secretary shall make a grant 
in the amount of $25,000,000 to each of the insti-
tutions in group D (as described in subsection 
(a)(4)(D)). 
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‘‘(E) LIMITED GRANTS FOR GROUPS B AND C.—

For each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009, of the in-
stitutions classified in groups B and C (as de-
scribed in subsection (a)(4)(B)), the Secretary 
shall select and make a grant in the amount of 
$10,000,000 to each of not more than 15 institu-
tions. 

‘‘(2) USE OF FUNDS—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail-

able for a fiscal year to a university transpor-
tation center established under subsection (a) or 
(b)—

‘‘(i) not less than $250,000 shall be used to es-
tablish and maintain new faculty positions for 
the teaching of undergraduate, transportation-
related courses; 

‘‘(ii) not more than $500,000 for the fiscal year, 
or $1,000,000 in the aggregate, may be used to 
construct or improve transportation-related lab-
oratory facilities; and 

‘‘(iii) not more than $300,000 for the fiscal year 
may be used for student internships of not more 
than 180 days in duration to enable students to 
gain experience by working on transportation 
projects as interns with design or construction 
firms. 

‘‘(B) FACILITIES AND ADMINISTRATION FEE.—
Not more than 10 percent of any grant made 
available to a university transportation center 
(or any institution or consortium that estab-
lishes such a center) for a fiscal year may be 
used to pay to the appropriate nonprofit institu-
tion of higher learning any administration and 
facilities fee (or any similar overhead fee) for 
the fiscal year. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—
Funds made available under this subsection 
shall remain available for obligation for a period 
of 2 years after September 30 of the fiscal year 
for which the funds are authorized. 

‘‘§ 511. Multistate corridor operations and 
management 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall en-

courage multistate cooperative agreements, coa-
litions, or other arrangements to promote re-
gional cooperation, planning, and shared 
project implementation for programs and 
projects to improve transportation system man-
agement and operations. 

‘‘(b) INTERSTATE ROUTE I–95 CORRIDOR COALI-
TION TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 
AND OPERATIONS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 
grants under this subsection to States to con-
tinue intelligent transportation system manage-
ment and operations in the Interstate Route I–
95 corridor coalition region initiated under the 
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency 
Act of 1991 (Public Law 102–240). 

‘‘(2) FUNDING.—Of the amounts made avail-
able under section 2001(a)(4) of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003, the Secretary shall 
use to carry out this subsection—

‘‘(A) $8,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
‘‘(B) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
‘‘(C) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
‘‘(D) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
‘‘(E) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
‘‘(F) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2009.’’. 
(b) OTHER UNIVERSITY FUNDING.—No univer-

sity (other than university transportation cen-
ters specified in section 510 of title 23, United 
States Code (as added by subsection (a)) shall 
receive funds made available under section 2001 
to carry out research unless the university is se-
lected to receive the funds—

(1) through a competitive process that incor-
porates merit-based peer review; and 

(2) based on a proposal submitted to the Sec-
retary by the university in response to a request 
for proposals issued by the Secretary. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 5505 of 
title 49, United States Code, is repealed. 
SEC. 2102. STUDY OF DATA COLLECTION AND STA-

TISTICAL ANALYSIS EFFORTS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADMINISTRATION.—The term ‘‘Administra-
tion’’ means the Federal Highway Administra-
tion. 

(2) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’’ means the 
Transportation Research Board of the National 
Academy of Sciences. 

(3) BUREAU.—The term ‘‘Bureau’’ means the 
Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 

(4) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Transportation. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of Transportation. 

(b) PRIORITY AREAS OF EFFORT.—
(1) STATISTICAL STANDARDS.—The Secretary 

shall direct the Bureau to assume the role of the 
lead agency in working with other agencies of 
the Department to establish, by not later the 
date that is 1 year after the date of enactment 
of this Act, statistical standards for the Depart-
ment. 

(2) STATISTICAL ANALYSIS EFFORT.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Bureau shall provide to 

the Secretary, on an annual basis, an overview 
of the level of effort expended on statistical 
analyses by each agency within the Depart-
ment. 

(B) DUTY OF AGENCIES.—Each agency of the 
Department shall provide to the Bureau such 
information as the Bureau may require in car-
rying out subparagraph (A). 

(3) NATIONAL SECURITY.—The Bureau shall—
(A) conduct a study of the ways in which 

transportation statistics are and may be used for 
the purpose of national security; and 

(B) submit to the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration recommendations for means by 
which the use of transportation statistics for the 
purpose of national security may be improved. 

(4) MODERNIZATION.—The Bureau shall de-
velop new protocols for adapting data collection 
and delivery efforts in existence as of the date 
of enactment of this Act to deliver information 
in a more timely and frequent fashion. 

(c) STUDY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall provide a grant to, or enter into a coopera-
tive agreement or contract with, the Board for 
the conduct of a study of the data collection 
and statistical analysis efforts of the Depart-
ment with respect to the modes of surface trans-
portation for which funds are made available 
under this Act. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the study shall 
be to provide to the Department information for 
use by agencies of the Department in providing 
to surface transportation agencies and individ-
uals engaged in the surface transportation field 
higher quality, and more relevant and timely, 
data, statistical analyses, and products. 

(3) CONTENT.—The study shall include—
(A) an examination and analysis of the ef-

forts, analyses, and products (with respect to 
usefulness and policy relevance) of the Bureau 
as of the date of the study, as compared with 
the duties of the Bureau specified in subsections 
(c) through (f) of section 111 of title 49, United 
States Code; 

(B) an examination and analysis of data col-
lected by, methods of data collection of, and 
analyses performed by, agencies within the De-
partment; and 

(C) recommendations relating to—
(i) the future efforts of the Department in the 

area of surface transportation with respect to—
(I) types of data collected; 
(II) methods of data collection; 
(III) types of analyses performed; and 
(IV) products made available by the Secretary 

to the transportation community and Congress; 
(ii) the means by which the Department may 

cooperate with State transportation departments 
to provide technical assistance in the use of 
data collected by traffic operations centers; and 

(iii) duplication of efforts within the Depart-
ment, including ways in which—

(I) the duplication may be reduced or elimi-
nated; and 

(II) each agency of the Department may co-
operate with, and complement the efforts of, the 
others. 

(4) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the study, 
the Board shall consult with such stakeholders, 
agencies, and other entities as the Board con-
siders to be appropriate. 

(5) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date on which a grant is provided, or a coopera-
tive agreement or contract is entered into, for a 
study under paragraph (1)—

(A) the Board shall submit to the Secretary, 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate, and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House 
of Representatives a final report on the results 
of the study; and 

(B) the results of the study shall be pub-
lished—

(i) by the Secretary, on the Internet website of 
the Department; and 

(ii) by the Board, on the Internet website of 
the Board. 

(6) IMPLEMENTATION OF RESULTS.—The Bu-
reau shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
implement any recommendations made with re-
spect to the results of the study under this sub-
section. 

(7) COMPLIANCE.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General of 

the United States shall conduct a review of the 
study under this subsection. 

(B) NONCOMPLIANCE.—If the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States determines that the 
Bureau failed to conduct the study under this 
subsection, the Bureau shall be ineligible to re-
ceive funds from the Highway Trust Fund until 
such time as the Bureau conducts the study 
under this subsection. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) Section 111 of title 49, United States Code, 

is amended—
(A) by redesignating subsection (k) as sub-

section (m); 
(B) by inserting after subsection (j) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(k) ANNUAL REPORT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For fiscal year 2004 and 

each fiscal year thereafter, the Bureau shall 
prepare and submit to the Secretary an annual 
report that—

‘‘(A) describes progress made in responding to 
study recommendations for the fiscal year; and 

‘‘(B) summarizes the activities and expendi-
ture of funds by the Bureau for the fiscal year. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—The Bureau shall—
‘‘(A) make the report described in paragraph 

(1) available to the public; and 
‘‘(B) publish the report on the Internet 

website of the Bureau. 
‘‘(3) COMBINATION OF REPORTS.—The report 

required under paragraph (1) may be included 
in or combined with the Transportation Statis-
tics Annual Report required by subsection (j). 

‘‘(l) EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS.—Funds from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) that are authorized to be ap-
propriated, and made available, in accordance 
with section 2001(a)(3) of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act of 2003 shall be used only for the collection 
and statistical analysis of information relating 
to surface transportation systems.’’; and 

(C) in subsection (m) (as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (A)), by inserting ‘‘surface transpor-
tation’’ after ‘‘sale of’’. 

(2) The analysis for chapter 55 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking the 
item relating to section 5505 and inserting the 
following:

‘‘5505. University transportation centers.’’.
SEC. 2103. CENTERS FOR SURFACE TRANSPOR-

TATION EXCELLENCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish the centers for surface transportation ex-
cellence described in subsection (b) to promote 
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high-quality outcomes in support of strategic 
national programs and activities, including—

(1) the environment; 
(2) operations; 
(3) surface transportation safety; 
(4) project finance; and 
(5) asset management. 
(b) CENTERS.—The centers for surface trans-

portation excellence referred to in subsection (a) 
are—

(1) a Center for Environmental Excellence to 
provide technical assistance, information shar-
ing of best practices, and training in the use of 
tools and decision-making processes to assist 
States in planning and delivering environ-
mentally-sound surface transportation projects; 

(2) a Center for Operations Excellence to pro-
vide support for an integrated and coordinated 
national program for implementing operations 
in planning and management (including stand-
ards development) for the transportation system 
in the United States; 

(3) a Center for Excellence in Surface Trans-
portation Safety to implement a program of sup-
port for State transportation departments, in-
cluding—

(A) the maintenance of an Internet site to pro-
vide critical information on safety programs; 

(B) the provision of technical assistance to 
support a lead State transportation department 
for each of the 22 safety emphasis areas (as 
identified by the Secretary); and 

(C) the provision of training and education to 
enhance knowledge of personnel of State trans-
portation departments in support of safety high-
way goals; 

(4) a Center for Excellence in Project Fi-
nance—

(A) to provide support to State transportation 
departments in the development of finance plans 
and project oversight tools; and 

(B) to develop and offer training in state-of-
the-art financing methods to advance projects 
and leverage funds; and 

(5) a Center for Excellence in Asset Manage-
ment to develop and conduct research, provide 
training and education, and disseminate infor-
mation on the benefits and tools for asset man-
agement. 

(c) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before funds authorized 

under this section for fiscal years 2005 through 
2009 are obligated, the Secretary shall review 
and approve a multiyear strategic plan to be 
submitted by each of the centers. 

(2) TIMING.—The plan shall be submitted be-
fore the beginning of fiscal year 2005 and, subse-
quently, shall be annually updated. 

(3) CONTENT.—The plan shall include—
(A) a list of research and technical assistance 

projects and objectives; and 
(B) a description of any other technology 

transfer activities, including a summary of 
training efforts. 

(4) COOPERATION AND COMPETITION.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out this section by making grants to, or entering 
into contracts, cooperative agreements, and 
other transactions with—

(i) the National Academy of Sciences; 
(ii) the American Association of State High-

way and Transportation Officials; 
(iii) planning organizations; 
(iv) a Federal laboratory; 
(v) a State agency; 
(vi) an authority, association, institution, or 

organization; or 
(vii) a for-profit or nonprofit corporation. 
(B) COMPETITION; REVIEW.—All parties enter-

ing into contracts, cooperative agreements, or 
other transactions with the Secretary, or receiv-
ing grants, to perform research or provide tech-
nical assistance under this section shall be se-
lected, to the maximum extent practicable—

(i) on a competitive basis; and 
(ii) on the basis of the results of peer review 

of proposals submitted to the Secretary. 
(5) NONDUPLICATION.—The Secretary shall en-

sure that activities conducted by each of the 

centers do not duplicate, and to the maximum 
extent practicable, are integrated and coordi-
nated with similar activities conducted by the 
Federal Highway Administration, the local tech-
nical assistance program, university transpor-
tation centers, and other research efforts sup-
ported with funds authorized by this title. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 2004 

through 2009, of the funds made available under 
section 2001(a)(1)(A), the Secretary shall set 
aside $10,000,000 to carry out this section. 

(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Of the funds 
made available under paragraph (1)—

(A) 20 percent shall be allocated to the Center 
for Environmental Excellence established under 
subsection (b)(1); 

(B) 30 percent shall be allocated to the Center 
for Operations Excellence established under sub-
section (b)(2); 

(C) 20 percent shall be allocated to the Center 
for Excellence in Surface Transportation Safety 
established under subsection (b)(3); 

(D) 10 percent shall be allocated to the Center 
for Excellence in Project Finance established 
under subsection (b)(4); and 

(E) 20 percent shall be allocated to the Center 
for Excellence in Asset Management established 
under subsection (b)(5). 

(3) APPLICABILITY OF TITLE 23.—Funds made 
available under this section shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if the 
funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of title 
23, United States Code, except that the Federal 
share shall be 100 percent.

Subtitle C—Intelligent Transportation System 
Research 

SEC. 2201. INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYS-
TEM RESEARCH AND TECHNICAL AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 5 of title 23, United 
States Code (as amended by section 2101), is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER II—INTELLIGENT TRANS-
PORTATION SYSTEM RESEARCH AND 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

‘‘§ 521. Finding 
‘‘Congress finds that continued investment in 

architecture and standards development, re-
search, technical assistance for State and local 
governments, and systems integration is needed 
to accelerate the rate at which intelligent trans-
portation systems—

‘‘(1) are incorporated into the national sur-
face transportation network; and 

‘‘(2) as a result of that incorporation, improve 
transportation safety and efficiency and reduce 
costs and negative impacts on communities and 
the environment. 

‘‘§ 522. Goals and purposes 
‘‘(a) GOALS.—The goals of the intelligent 

transportation system research and technical 
assistance program include—

‘‘(1) enhancement of surface transportation 
efficiency and facilitation of intermodalism and 
international trade—

‘‘(A) to meet a significant portion of future 
transportation needs, including public access to 
employment, goods, and services; and 

‘‘(B) to reduce regulatory, financial, and 
other transaction costs to public agencies and 
system users; 

‘‘(2) the acceleration of the use of intelligent 
transportation systems to assist in the achieve-
ment of national transportation safety goals, in-
cluding the enhancement of safe operation of 
motor vehicles and nonmotorized vehicles, with 
particular emphasis on decreasing the number 
and severity of collisions; 

‘‘(3) protection and enhancement of the nat-
ural environment and communities affected by 
surface transportation, with particular empha-
sis on assisting State and local governments in 
achieving national environmental goals; 

‘‘(4) accommodation of the needs of all users 
of surface transportation systems, including—

‘‘(A) operators of commercial vehicles, pas-
senger vehicles, and motorcycles; 

‘‘(B) users of public transportation users (with 
respect to intelligent transportation system user 
services); and 

‘‘(C) individuals with disabilities; and 
‘‘(5)(A) improvement of the ability of the 

United States to respond to emergencies and 
natural disasters; and 

‘‘(B) enhancement of national security and 
defense mobility. 

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The Secretary shall carry 
out activities under the intelligent transpor-
tation system research and technical assistance 
program to, at a minimum—

‘‘(1) assist in the development of intelligent 
transportation system technologies; 

‘‘(2) ensure that Federal, State, and local 
transportation officials have adequate knowl-
edge of intelligent transportation systems for 
full consideration in the transportation plan-
ning process; 

‘‘(3) improve regional cooperation, interoper-
ability, and operations for effective intelligent 
transportation system performance; 

‘‘(4) promote the innovative use of private re-
sources; 

‘‘(5) assist State transportation departments 
in developing a workforce capable of developing, 
operating, and maintaining intelligent transpor-
tation systems; 

‘‘(6) maintain an updated national ITS archi-
tecture and consensus-based standards while 
ensuring an effective Federal presence in the 
formulation of domestic and international ITS 
standards; 

‘‘(7) advance commercial vehicle operations 
components of intelligent transportation sys-
tems—

‘‘(A) to improve the safety and productivity of 
commercial vehicles and drivers; and 

‘‘(B) to reduce costs associated with commer-
cial vehicle operations and Federal and State 
commercial vehicle regulatory requirements; 

‘‘(8) evaluate costs and benefits of intelligent 
transportation systems projects; 

‘‘(9) improve, as part of the Archived Data 
User Service and in cooperation with the Bu-
reau of Transportation Statistics, the collection 
of surface transportation system condition and 
performance data through the use of intelligent 
transportation system technologies; and 

‘‘(10) ensure access to transportation informa-
tion and services by travelers of all ages. 

‘‘§ 523. Definitions 
‘‘In this subchapter: 
‘‘(1) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INFORMATION SYS-

TEMS AND NETWORKS.—The term ‘commercial ve-
hicle information systems and networks’ means 
the information systems and communications 
networks that support commercial vehicle oper-
ations. 

‘‘(2) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE OPERATIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘commercial vehi-

cle operations’ means motor carrier operations 
and motor vehicle regulatory activities associ-
ated with the commercial movement of goods 
(including hazardous materials) and passengers. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘commercial vehi-
cle operations’, with respect to the public sector, 
includes—

‘‘(i) the issuance of operating credentials; 
‘‘(ii) the administration of motor vehicle and 

fuel taxes; and 
‘‘(iii) roadside safety and border crossing in-

spection and regulatory compliance operations. 
‘‘(3) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION INFRA-

STRUCTURE.—The term ‘intelligent transpor-
tation infrastructure’ means fully integrated 
public sector intelligent transportation system 
components, as defined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(4) INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM.—
The term ‘intelligent transportation system’ 
means electronics, communications, or informa-
tion processing used singly or in combination to 
improve the efficiency or safety of a surface 
transportation system. 
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‘‘(5) NATIONAL ITS ARCHITECTURE.—The term 

‘national ITS architecture’ means the common 
framework for interoperability adopted by the 
Secretary that defines—

‘‘(A) the functions associated with intelligent 
transportation system user services; 

‘‘(B) the physical entities or subsystems with-
in which the functions reside; 

‘‘(C) the data interfaces and information 
flows between physical subsystems; and 

‘‘(D) the communications requirements associ-
ated with the information flows. 

‘‘(6) STANDARD.—The term ‘standard’ means a 
document that—

‘‘(A) contains technical specifications or other 
precise criteria for intelligent transportation 
systems that are to be used consistently as rules, 
guidelines, or definitions of characteristics so as 
to ensure that materials, products, processes, 
and services are fit for their purposes; and 

‘‘(B) may—
‘‘(i) support the national ITS architecture; 

and 
‘‘(ii) promote—
‘‘(I) the widespread use and adoption of intel-

ligent transportation system technology as a 
component of the surface transportation systems 
of the United States; and 

‘‘(II) interoperability among intelligent trans-
portation system technologies implemented 
throughout the States. 
‘‘§ 524. General authorities and requirements 

‘‘(a) SCOPE.—Subject to this subchapter, the 
Secretary shall carry out an ongoing intelligent 
transportation system research program—

‘‘(1) to research, develop, and operationally 
test intelligent transportation systems; and 

‘‘(2) to provide technical assistance in the na-
tionwide application of those systems as a com-
ponent of the surface transportation systems of 
the United States. 

‘‘(b) POLICY.—Intelligent transportation sys-
tem operational tests and projects funded under 
this subchapter shall encourage, but not dis-
place, public-private partnerships or private sec-
tor investment in those tests and projects. 

‘‘(c) COOPERATION WITH GOVERNMENTAL, PRI-
VATE, AND EDUCATIONAL ENTITIES.—The Sec-
retary shall carry out the intelligent transpor-
tation system research and technical assistance 
program in cooperation with—

‘‘(1) State and local governments and other 
public entities; 

‘‘(2) the private sector; 
‘‘(3) Federal laboratories (as defined in section 

501); and 
‘‘(4) colleges and universities, including his-

torically black colleges and universities and 
other minority institutions of higher education. 

‘‘(d) CONSULTATION WITH FEDERAL OFFI-
CIALS.—In carrying out the intelligent transpor-
tation system research program, the Secretary, 
as appropriate, shall consult with—

‘‘(1) the Secretary of Commerce; 
‘‘(2) the Secretary of the Treasury; 
‘‘(3) the Administrator of the Environmental 

Protection Agency; 
‘‘(4) the Director of the National Science 

Foundation; and 
‘‘(5) the Secretary of Homeland Security. 
‘‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, TRAINING, AND 

INFORMATION.—The Secretary may provide tech-
nical assistance, training, and information to 
State and local governments seeking to imple-
ment, operate, maintain, or evaluate intelligent 
transportation system technologies and services. 

‘‘(f) TRANSPORTATION PLANNING.—The Sec-
retary may provide funding to support adequate 
consideration of transportation system manage-
ment and operations (including intelligent 
transportation systems) within metropolitan and 
statewide transportation planning processes. 

‘‘(g) INFORMATION CLEARINGHOUSE.—The Sec-
retary shall—

‘‘(1) maintain a repository for technical and 
safety data collected as a result of federally 
sponsored projects carried out under this sub-
chapter; and 

‘‘(2) on request, make that information (except 
for proprietary information and data) readily 
available to all users of the repository at an ap-
propriate cost. 

‘‘(h) ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sub-

chapter, the Secretary—
‘‘(A) may use 1 or more advisory committees; 

and 
‘‘(B) shall designate a public-private organi-

zation, the members of which participate in on-
going research, planning, standards develop-
ment, deployment, and marketing of ITS pro-
grams, products, and services, and coordinate 
the development and deployment of intelligent 
transportation systems in the United States, as 
the Federal advisory committee authorized by 
section 5204(h) of the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 454). 

‘‘(2) FUNDING.—Of the amount made available 
to carry out this subchapter, the Secretary may 
use $1,500,000 for each fiscal year for advisory 
committees described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—Any advisory committee de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall be subject to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

‘‘(i) PROCUREMENT METHODS.—The Secretary 
shall develop and provide appropriate technical 
assistance and guidance to assist State and 
local agencies in evaluating and selecting ap-
propriate methods of deployment and procure-
ment for intelligent transportation system 
projects carried out using funds made available 
from the Highway Trust Fund, including inno-
vative and nontraditional methods such as In-
formation Technology Omnibus Procurement (as 
developed by the Secretary). 

‘‘(j) EVALUATIONS.—
‘‘(1) GUIDELINES AND REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall issue 

revised guidelines and requirements for the eval-
uation of operational tests and other intelligent 
transportation system projects carried out under 
this subchapter. 

‘‘(B) OBJECTIVITY AND INDEPENDENCE.—The 
guidelines and requirements issued under sub-
paragraph (A) shall include provisions to ensure 
the objectivity and independence of the eval-
uator so as to avoid any real or apparent con-
flict of interest or potential influence on the 
outcome by—

‘‘(i) parties to any such test; or 
‘‘(ii) any other formal evaluation carried out 

under this subchapter. 
‘‘(C) FUNDING.—The guidelines and require-

ments issued under subparagraph (A) shall es-
tablish evaluation funding levels based on the 
size and scope of each test that ensure adequate 
evaluation of the results of the test or project. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE.—Any survey, question-
naire, or interview that the Secretary considers 
necessary to carry out the evaluation of any test 
or program assessment activity under this sub-
chapter shall not be subject to chapter 35 of title 
44. 

‘‘§ 525. National ITS Program Plan 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) UPDATES.—Not later than 1 year after the 

date of enactment of the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act of 2003, the Secretary, in consultation with 
interested stakeholders (including State trans-
portation departments) shall develop a 5-year 
National ITS Program Plan. 

‘‘(2) SCOPE.—The National ITS Program Plan 
shall—

‘‘(A) specify the goals, objectives, and mile-
stones for the research and deployment of intel-
ligent transportation systems in the contexts 
of—

‘‘(i) major metropolitan areas; 
‘‘(ii) smaller metropolitan and rural areas; 

and 
‘‘(iii) commercial vehicle operations; 
‘‘(B) specify the manner in which specific pro-

grams and projects will achieve the goals, objec-

tives, and milestones referred to in subpara-
graph (A), including consideration of a 5-year 
timeframe for the goals and objectives; 

‘‘(C) identify activities that provide for the 
dynamic development, testing, and necessary re-
vision of standards and protocols to promote 
and ensure interoperability in the implementa-
tion of intelligent transportation system tech-
nologies, including actions taken to establish 
standards; and 

‘‘(D) establish a cooperative process with 
State and local governments for—

‘‘(i) determining desired surface transpor-
tation system performance levels; and 

‘‘(ii) developing plans for accelerating the in-
corporation of specific intelligent transportation 
system capabilities into surface transportation 
systems. 

‘‘(b) REPORTING.—The National ITS Program 
Plan shall be transmitted and biennially up-
dated as part of the surface transportation re-
search and technology development strategic 
plan developed under section 508(c). 
‘‘§ 526. National ITS architecture and stand-

ards 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT, IMPLEMENTATION, AND 

MAINTENANCE.—In accordance with section 12(d) 
of the National Technology Transfer and Ad-
vancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note; 110 
Stat. 783), the Secretary shall develop, imple-
ment, and maintain a national ITS architecture 
and supporting standards and protocols to pro-
mote the widespread use and evaluation of in-
telligent transportation system technology as a 
component of the surface transportation systems 
of the United States. 

‘‘(2) INTEROPERABILITY AND EFFICIENCY.—To 
the maximum extent practicable, the national 
ITS architecture shall promote interoperability 
among, and efficiency of, intelligent transpor-
tation system technologies implemented 
throughout the United States. 

‘‘(3) USE OF STANDARDS DEVELOPMENT ORGANI-
ZATIONS.—In carrying out this section, the Sec-
retary shall use the services of such standards 
development organizations as the Secretary de-
termines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(b) PROVISIONAL STANDARDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary finds that 

the development or selection of an intelligent 
transportation system standard jeopardizes the 
timely achievement of the objectives identified in 
subsection (a), the Secretary may establish a 
provisional standard—

‘‘(A) after consultation with affected parties; 
and 

‘‘(B) by using, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, the work product of appropriate stand-
ards development organizations. 

‘‘(2) CRITICAL STANDARDS.—If a standard 
identified by the Secretary as critical has not 
been adopted and published by the appropriate 
standards development organization by the date 
of enactment of this subchapter, the Secretary 
shall establish a provisional standard—

‘‘(A) after consultation with affected parties; 
and 

‘‘(B) by using, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, the work product of appropriate stand-
ards development organizations. 

‘‘(3) PERIOD OF EFFECTIVENESS.—A provisional 
standard established under paragraph (1) or (2) 
shall—

‘‘(A) be published in the Federal Register; and 
‘‘(B) remain in effect until such time as the 

appropriate standards development organization 
adopts and publishes a standard. 

‘‘(c) WAIVER OF REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH 
PROVISIONAL CRITICAL STANDARD.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may waive 
the requirement under subsection (b)(2) to estab-
lish a provisional standard if the Secretary de-
termines that additional time would be produc-
tive in, or that establishment of a provisional 
standard would be counterproductive to, the 
timely achievement of the objectives identified in 
subsection (a). 
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‘‘(2) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall publish in 

the Federal Register a notice that describes—
‘‘(A) each standard for which a waiver of the 

provisional standard requirement is granted 
under paragraph (1); 

‘‘(B) the reasons for and effects of granting 
the waiver; and 

‘‘(C) an estimate as to the date on which the 
standard is expected to be adopted through a 
process consistent with section 12(d) of the Na-
tional Technology Transfer and Advancement 
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note; 110 Stat. 783). 

‘‘(3) WITHDRAWAL OF WAIVER.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may with-

draw a waiver granted under paragraph (1) at 
any time. 

‘‘(B) NOTICE.—On withdrawal of a waiver, 
the Secretary shall publish in the Federal Reg-
ister a notice that describes—

‘‘(i) each standard for which the waiver has 
been withdrawn; and 

‘‘(ii) the reasons for withdrawing the waiver. 
‘‘(d) CONFORMITY WITH NATIONAL ITS ARCHI-

TECTURE.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-

graphs (2) and (3), the Secretary shall ensure 
that intelligent transportation system projects 
carried out using funds made available from the 
Highway Trust Fund conform to the national 
ITS architecture, applicable standards or provi-
sional standards, and protocols developed under 
subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) DISCRETION OF SECRETARY.—The Sec-
retary may authorize exceptions to paragraph 
(1) for projects designed to achieve specific re-
search objectives outlined in—

‘‘(A) the National ITS Program Plan under 
section 525; or 

‘‘(B) the surface transportation research and 
technology development strategic plan developed 
under section 508(c). 

‘‘(3) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to funds used for operation or mainte-
nance of an intelligent transportation system in 
existence on the date of enactment of this sub-
chapter. 
‘‘§ 527. Commercial vehicle information sys-

tems and networks deployment 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INFORMATION SYS-

TEMS AND NETWORKS.—The term ‘commercial ve-
hicle information systems and networks’ means 
the information systems and communications 
networks that provide the capability to—

‘‘(A) improve the safety of commercial vehicle 
operations; 

‘‘(B) increase the efficiency of regulatory in-
spection processes to reduce administrative bur-
dens by advancing technology to facilitate in-
spections and increase the effectiveness of en-
forcement efforts; 

‘‘(C) advance electronic processing of registra-
tion information, driver licensing information, 
fuel tax information, inspection and crash data, 
and other safety information; 

‘‘(D) enhance the safe passage of commercial 
vehicles across the United States and across 
international borders; and 

‘‘(E) promote the communication of informa-
tion among the States and encourage multistate 
cooperation and corridor development. 

‘‘(2) COMMERCIAL VEHICLE OPERATIONS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘commercial vehi-

cle operations’ means motor carrier operations 
and motor vehicle regulatory activities associ-
ated with the commercial movement of goods 
(including hazardous materials) and passengers. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘commercial vehi-
cle operations’, with respect to the public sector, 
includes—

‘‘(i) the issuance of operating credentials; 
‘‘(ii) the administration of motor vehicle and 

fuel taxes; and 
‘‘(iii) the administration of roadside safety 

and border crossing inspection and regulatory 
compliance operations. 

‘‘(3) CORE DEPLOYMENT.—The term ‘core de-
ployment’ means the deployment of systems in a 
State necessary to provide the State with—

‘‘(A) safety information exchange to—
‘‘(i) electronically collect and transmit com-

mercial vehicle and driver inspection data at a 
majority of inspection sites; 

‘‘(ii) connect to the Safety and Fitness Elec-
tronic Records system for access to—

‘‘(I) interstate carrier and commercial vehicle 
data; 

‘‘(II) summaries of past safety performance; 
and 

‘‘(III) commercial vehicle credentials informa-
tion; and 

‘‘(iii) exchange carrier data and commercial 
vehicle safety and credentials information with-
in the State and connect to Safety and Fitness 
Electronic Records system for access to inter-
state carrier and commercial vehicle data; 

‘‘(B) interstate credentials administration to—
‘‘(i)(I) perform end-to-end (including carrier 

application) jurisdiction application processing, 
and credential issuance, of at least the Inter-
national Registration Plan and International 
Fuel Tax Agreement credentials; and 

‘‘(II) extend the processing to other creden-
tials, including intrastate, titling, oversize or 
overweight requirements, carrier registration, 
and hazardous materials; 

‘‘(ii) connect to the International Registration 
Plan and International Fuel Tax Agreement 
clearinghouses; and 

‘‘(iii)(I) have at least 10 percent of the trans-
action volume handled electronically; and 

‘‘(II) have the capability to add more carriers 
and to extend to branch offices where applica-
ble; and 

‘‘(C) roadside electronic screening to electroni-
cally screen transponder-equipped commercial 
vehicles at a minimum of 1 fixed or mobile in-
spection site and to replicate the screening at 
other sites. 

‘‘(4) EXPANDED DEPLOYMENT.—The term ‘ex-
panded deployment’ means the deployment of 
systems in a State that—

‘‘(A) exceed the requirements of a core deploy-
ment of commercial vehicle information systems 
and networks; 

‘‘(B) improve safety and the productivity of 
commercial vehicle operations; and 

‘‘(C) enhance transportation security. 
‘‘(b) PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall carry out 

a commercial vehicle information systems and 
networks program to—

‘‘(1) improve the safety and productivity of 
commercial vehicles and drivers; and 

‘‘(2) reduce costs associated with commercial 
vehicle operations and Federal and State com-
mercial vehicle regulatory requirements. 

‘‘(c) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of the pro-
gram to advance the technological capability 
and promote the deployment of intelligent trans-
portation system applications for commercial ve-
hicle operations, including commercial vehicle, 
commercial driver, and carrier-specific informa-
tion systems and networks. 

‘‘(d) CORE DEPLOYMENT GRANTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 

grants to eligible States for the core deployment 
of commercial vehicle information systems and 
networks. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a core de-
ployment grant under this subsection, a State 
shall—

‘‘(A) have a commercial vehicle information 
systems and networks program plan and a top 
level system design approved by the Secretary; 

‘‘(B) certify to the Secretary that the commer-
cial vehicle information systems and networks 
deployment activities of the State (including 
hardware procurement, software and system de-
velopment, and infrastructure modifications)—

‘‘(i) are consistent with the national intel-
ligent transportation systems and commercial 
vehicle information systems and networks archi-
tectures and available standards; and 

‘‘(ii) promote interoperability and efficiency, 
to the maximum extent practicable; and 

‘‘(C) agree to execute interoperability tests de-
veloped by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Ad-

ministration to verify that the systems of the 
State conform with the national intelligent 
transportation systems architecture, applicable 
standards, and protocols for commercial vehicle 
information systems and networks. 

‘‘(3) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—The maximum ag-
gregate amount a State may receive under this 
subsection for the core deployment of commer-
cial vehicle information systems and networks 
may not exceed $2,500,000, including funds re-
ceived under section 2001(a) of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2003 for the core deploy-
ment of commercial vehicle information systems 
and networks. 

‘‘(4) USE OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), funds from a grant under this subsection 
may only be used for the core deployment of 
commercial vehicle information systems and net-
works. 

‘‘(B) REMAINING FUNDS.—An eligible State 
that has completed the core deployment of com-
mercial vehicle information systems and net-
works, or completed the deployment before core 
deployment grant funds are expended, may use 
the remaining core deployment grant funds for 
the expanded deployment of commercial vehicle 
information systems and networks in the State. 

‘‘(e) EXPANDED DEPLOYMENT GRANTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, from 

the funds remaining after the Secretary has 
made core deployment grants under subsection 
(d), the Secretary may make grants to each eli-
gible State, on request, for the expanded deploy-
ment of commercial vehicle information systems 
and networks. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY.—Each State that has com-
pleted the core deployment of commercial vehicle 
information systems and networks shall be eligi-
ble for an expanded deployment grant. 

‘‘(3) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—Each fiscal year, 
the Secretary may distribute funds available for 
expanded deployment grants equally among the 
eligible States in an amount that does not ex-
ceed $1,000,000 for each State. 

‘‘(4) USE OF FUNDS.—A State may use funds 
from a grant under this subsection only for the 
expanded deployment of commercial vehicle in-
formation systems and networks. 

‘‘(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project payable from funds made 
available to carry out this section shall be the 
share applicable under section 120(b), as ad-
justed under subsection (d) of that section. 

‘‘(g) FUNDING.—Funds authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this section shall be avail-
able for obligation in the same manner and to 
the same extent as if the funds were apportioned 
under chapter 1, except that the funds shall re-
main available until expended. 
‘‘§ 528. Research and development 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out a comprehensive program of intelligent 
transportation system research, development, 
and operational tests of intelligent vehicles and 
intelligent infrastructure systems, and other 
similar activities that are necessary to carry out 
this subchapter. 

‘‘(b) PRIORITY AREAS.—Under the program, 
the Secretary shall give priority to funding 
projects that—

‘‘(1) assist in the development of an inter-
connected national intelligent transportation 
system network that—

‘‘(A) improves the reliability of the surface 
transportation system; 

‘‘(B) supports national security; 
‘‘(C) reduces, by at least 20 percent, the cost 

of manufacturing, deploying, and operating in-
telligent transportation systems network compo-
nents; 

‘‘(D) could assist in deployment of the Armed 
Forces in response to a crisis; and 

‘‘(E) improves response to, and evacuation of 
the public during, an emergency situation; 

‘‘(2) address traffic management, incident 
management, transit management, toll collection 
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traveler information, or highway operations sys-
tems with goals of—

‘‘(A) reducing metropolitan congestion by 5 
percent by 2010; 

‘‘(B) ensuring that a national, interoperable 
511 system, along with a national traffic infor-
mation system that includes a user-friendly, 
comprehensive website, is fully implemented for 
use by travelers throughout the United States by 
September 30, 2010; and 

‘‘(C)(i) improving incident management re-
sponse, particularly in rural areas, so that rural 
emergency response times are reduced by an av-
erage of 10 minutes; and 

‘‘(ii) subject to subsection (d), improving com-
munication between emergency care providers 
and trauma centers; 

‘‘(3) address traffic management, incident 
management, transit management, toll collec-
tion, traveler information, or highway oper-
ations systems; 

‘‘(4) conduct operational tests of the integra-
tion of at least 3 crash-avoidance technologies 
in passenger vehicles; 

‘‘(5) incorporate human factors research, in-
cluding the science of the driving process; 

‘‘(6) facilitate the integration of intelligent in-
frastructure, vehicle, and control technologies; 

‘‘(7) incorporate research on the impact of en-
vironmental, weather, and natural conditions 
on intelligent transportation systems, including 
the effects of cold climates; 

‘‘(8) as determined by the Secretary, will im-
prove the overall safety performance of vehicles 
and roadways, including the use of real-time 
setting of speed limits through the use of speed 
management technology; 

‘‘(9) examine—
‘‘(A) the application to intelligent transpor-

tation systems of appropriately modified existing 
technologies from other industries; and 

‘‘(B) the development of new, more robust in-
telligent transportation systems technologies 
and instrumentation; 

‘‘(10) develop and test communication tech-
nologies that—

‘‘(A) are based on an assessment of the needs 
of officers participating in a motor carrier safety 
program funded under section 31104 of title 49; 

‘‘(B) take into account the effectiveness and 
adequacy of available technology; 

‘‘(C) address systems integration, 
connectivity, and interoperability challenges; 
and 

‘‘(D) provide the means for officers partici-
pating in a motor carrier safety program funded 
under section 31104 of title 49 to directly assess, 
without an intermediary, current and accurate 
safety and regulatory information on motor car-
riers, commercial motor vehicles and drivers at 
roadside or mobile inspection facilities; 

‘‘(11) enhance intermodal use of intelligent 
transportation systems for diverse groups, in-
cluding for emergency and health-related serv-
ices; 

‘‘(12) improve sensing and wireless commu-
nications that provide real-time information re-
garding congestion and incidents; 

‘‘(13) develop and test high-accuracy, lane-
level, real-time accessible digital map architec-
tures that can be used by intelligent vehicles 
and intelligent infrastructure elements to facili-
tate safety and crash avoidance (including es-
tablishment of national standards for an open-
architecture digital map of all public roads that 
is compatible with electronic 9-1-1 services); 

‘‘(14) encourage the dual-use of intelligent 
transportation system technologies (such as 
wireless communications) for—

‘‘(A) emergency services; 
‘‘(B) road pricing; and 
‘‘(C) local economic development; and 
‘‘(15) advance the use of intelligent transpor-

tation systems to facilitate high-performance 
transportation systems, such as through—

‘‘(A) congestion-pricing; 
‘‘(B) real-time facility management; 
‘‘(C) rapid-emergency response; and 

‘‘(D) just-in-time transit. 
‘‘(c) OPERATIONAL TESTS.—Operational tests 

conducted under this section shall be designed 
for—

‘‘(1) the collection of data to permit objective 
evaluation of the results of the tests; 

‘‘(2) the derivation of cost-benefit information 
that is useful to others contemplating deploy-
ment of similar systems; and 

‘‘(3) the development and implementation of 
standards. 

‘‘(d) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the costs of operational tests under subsection 
(a) shall not exceed 80 percent. 

‘‘§ 529. Use of funds 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, not 

more than $5,000,000 of the funds made available 
to carry out this subchapter shall be used for in-
telligent transportation system outreach, public 
relations, displays, tours, and brochures. 

‘‘(b) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to intelligent transportation system train-
ing, scholarships, or the publication or distribu-
tion of research findings, technical guidance, or 
similar documents.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Title V of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
is amended by striking subtitle C (23 U.S.C. 502 
note; 112 Stat. 452).

TITLE III—INTERMODAL PASSENGER 
FACILITIES 

SEC. 3001. INTERMODAL PASSENGER FACILITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 55 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended by adding the 
following at the end: 

‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—INTERMODAL 
PASSENGER FACILITIES 

§ 5571. Policy and purposes 
‘‘(a) DEVELOPMENT AND ENHANCEMENT OF 

INTERMODAL PASSENGER FACILITIES.—It is in the 
economic interest of the United States to im-
prove the efficiency of public surface transpor-
tation modes by ensuring their connection with 
and access to intermodal passenger terminals, 
thereby streamlining the transfer of passengers 
among modes, enhancing travel options, and in-
creasing passenger transportation operating ef-
ficiencies. 

‘‘(b) GENERAL PURPOSES.—The purposes of 
this subchapter are to accelerate intermodal in-
tegration among North America’s passenger 
transportation modes through—

‘‘(1) ensuring intercity public transportation 
access to intermodal passenger facilities; 

‘‘(2) encouraging the development of an inte-
grated system of public transportation informa-
tion; and 

‘‘(3) providing intercity bus intermodal pas-
senger facility grants. 

§ 5572. Definitions 
‘‘In this subchapter—

‘‘(1) ‘capital project’ means a project for—
‘‘(A) acquiring, constructing, improving, or 

renovating an intermodal facility that is related 
physically and functionally to intercity bus 
service and establishes or enhances coordination 
between intercity bus service and transpor-
tation, including aviation, commuter rail, inter-
city rail, public transportation, seaports, and 
the National Highway System, such as physical 
infrastructure associated with private bus oper-
ations at existing and new intermodal facilities, 
including special lanes, curb cuts, ticket kiosks 
and counters, baggage and package express 
storage, employee parking, office space, secu-
rity, and signage; and 

‘‘(B) establishing or enhancing coordination 
between intercity bus service and transpor-
tation, including aviation, commuter rail, inter-
city rail, public transportation, and the Na-
tional Highway System through an integrated 
system of public transportation information. 

‘‘(2) ‘commuter service’ means service designed 
primarily to provide daily work trips within the 
local commuting area. 

‘‘(3) ‘intercity bus service’ means regularly 
scheduled bus service for the general public 
which operates with limited stops over fixed 
routes connecting two or more urban areas not 
in close proximity, which has the capacity for 
transporting baggage carried by passengers, and 
which makes meaningful connections with 
scheduled intercity bus service to more distant 
points, if such service is available and may in-
clude package express service, if incidental to 
passenger transportation, but does not include 
air, commuter, water or rail service. 

‘‘(4) ‘intermodal passenger facility’ means 
passenger terminal that does, or can be modified 
to, accommodate several modes of transportation 
and related facilities, including some or all of 
the following: intercity rail, intercity bus, com-
muter rail, intracity rail transit and bus trans-
portation, airport limousine service and airline 
ticket offices, rent-a-car facilities, taxis, private 
parking, and other transportation services. 

‘‘(5) ‘local governmental authority’ includes—
‘‘(A) a political subdivision of a State; 
‘‘(B) an authority of at least one State or po-

litical subdivision of a State; 
‘‘(C) an Indian tribe; and 
‘‘(D) a public corporation, board, or commis-

sion established under the laws of the State. 
‘‘(6) ‘owner or operator of a public transpor-

tation facility’ means an owner or operator of 
intercity-rail, intercity-bus, commuter-rail, com-
muter-bus, rail-transit, bus-transit, or ferry 
services. 

‘‘(7) ‘recipient’ means a State or local govern-
mental authority or a nonprofit organization 
that receives a grant to carry out this section di-
rectly from the Federal government. 

‘‘(8) ‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of Trans-
portation. 

‘‘(9) ‘State’ means a State of the United 
States, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, 
the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, American 
Samoa, and the Virgin Islands. 

‘‘(10) ‘urban area’ means an area that in-
cludes a municipality or other built-up place 
that the Secretary, after considering local pat-
terns and trends of urban growth, decides is ap-
propriate for a local public transportation sys-
tem to serve individuals in the locality. 

‘‘§ 5573. Assurance of access to intermodal 
passenger facilities 
‘‘Intercity buses and other modes of transpor-

tation shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
have access to publicly funded intermodal pas-
senger facilities, including those passenger fa-
cilities seeking funding under section 5574.

‘‘§ 5574. Intercity bus intermodal passenger fa-
cility grants 
‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of 

Transportation may make grants under this sec-
tion to recipients in financing a capital project, 
as defined in section 5572 of this chapter, only 
if the Secretary finds that the proposed project 
is justified and has adequate financial commit-
ment. 

‘‘(b) COMPETITIVE GRANT SELECTION.—The 
Secretary shall conduct a national solicitation 
for applications for grants under this section. 
Grantees shall be selected on a competitive 
basis. 

‘‘(c) SHARE OF NET PROJECT COSTS.—A grant 
shall not exceed 50 percent of the net project 
cost, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may pro-
mulgate such regulations as are necessary to 
carry out this section. 

‘‘§ 5575. Funding 
‘‘(a) HIGHWAY ACCOUNT.—
‘‘(1) There is authorized to be appropriated 

from the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) to carry out this sub-
chapter $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 
through 2009. 

‘‘(2) The funding made available under para-
graph (1) of this subsection shall be available 
for obligation in the same manner as if such 
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funds were apportioned under chapter 1 of title 
23 and shall be subject to any obligation limita-
tion imposed on funds for Federal-aid highways 
and highway safety construction programs. 

‘‘(b) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Amounts 
made available by subsection (a) of this section 
shall remain available until expended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 55 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—INTERMODAL PASSENGER 
FACILITIES 

Sec. 
‘‘5571. Policy and Purposes. 
‘‘5572. Definitions. 
‘‘5573. Assurance of access to intermodal facili-

ties. 
‘‘5574. Intercity bus intermodal facility grants. 
‘‘5575. Funding.’’.

TITLE IV—FEDERAL AID IN SPORT FISH 
RESTORATION ACT AMENDMENTS 

SEC. 4001. AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL AID IN FISH 
RESTORATION ACT. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, when-
ever in this title an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or repeal 
of, a section or other provision, the reference 
shall be considered to be made to a section or 
other provision of the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to 
provide that the United States shall aid the 
States in fish restoration and management 
projects, and for other purposes,’’ approved Au-
gust 9, 1950 (64 Stat. 430; 16 U.S.C. 777 et seq.). 
SEC. 4002. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 3 (16 U.S.C. 777b) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘the succeeding fiscal year.’’ in 

the third sentence and inserting ‘‘succeeding fis-
cal years.’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘in carrying on the research 
program of the Fish and Wildlife Service in re-
spect to fish of material value for sport and 
recreation.’’ and inserting ‘‘to supplement the 
55.3 percent of each annual appropriation to be 
apportioned among the States, as provided for 
in section 4(b) of this Act.’’. 
SEC. 4003. DIVISION OF ANNUAL APPROPRIA-

TIONS. 
Section 4 (16 U.S.C. 777c) is amended—
(1) by striking subsections (a) through (d) and 

redesignating subsections (e), (f), and (g) as 
subsections (b), (c), and (d); 

(2) by inserting before subsection (b), as redes-
ignated, the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, each annual appropriation made 
in accordance with the provisions of section 3 of 
this Act shall be distributed as follows: 

‘‘(1) COASTAL WETLANDS.—18 percent to the 
Secretary of the Interior for distribution as pro-
vided in the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protec-
tion, and Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 3951 et 
seq.). 

‘‘(2) BOATING SAFETY.—18 percent to the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security for State rec-
reational boating safety programs under section 
13106 of title 46, United States Code. 

‘‘(3) CLEAN VESSEL ACT.—1.9 percent to the 
Secretary of the Interior for qualified projects 
under section 5604(c) of the Clean Vessel Act of 
1992 (33 U.S.C. 1322 note). 

‘‘(4) BOATING INFRASTRUCTURE.—1.9 percent 
to the Secretary of the Interior for obligation for 
qualified projects under section 7404(d) of the 
Sportfishing and Boating Safety Act of 1998 (16 
U.S.C. 777g–1(d)). 

‘‘(5) NATIONAL OUTREACH AND COMMUNICA-
TIONS.—1.9 percent to the Secretary of the Inte-
rior for the National Outreach and Communica-
tions Program under section 8(d) of this Act. 
Such amounts shall remain available for 3 fiscal 
years, after which any portion thereof that is 
unobligated by the Secretary for that program 
may be expended by the Secretary under sub-
section (b) of this section. 

‘‘(6) SET-ASIDE FOR EXPENSES FOR ADMINIS-
TRATION OF THIS CHAPTER.—

‘‘(A) In general.—2.1 percent to the Secretary 
of the Interior for expenses for administration 

incurred in implementation of this Act, in ac-
cordance with this section, section 9, and sec-
tion 14 of this Act. 

‘‘(B) APPORTIONMENT OF UNOBLIGATED 
FUNDS.—If any portion of the amount made 
available to the Secretary under subparagraph 
(A) remains unexpended and unobligated at the 
end of a fiscal year, that portion shall be appor-
tioned among the States, on the same basis and 
in the same manner as other amounts made 
available under this Act are apportioned among 
the States under subsection (b) of this section, 
within 60 days after the end of that fiscal year. 
Any amount apportioned among the States 
under this subparagraph shall be in addition to 
any amounts otherwise available for apportion-
ment among the States under subsection (b) for 
the fiscal year.’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘of the Interior, after the dis-
tribution, transfer, use, and deduction under 
subsections (a), (b), (c), and (d), respectively, 
and after deducting amounts used for grants 
under section 14, shall apportion the remainder’’ 
in subsection (b), as redesignated, and inserting 
‘‘shall apportion 55.3 percent’’; 

(4) by striking ‘‘per centum’’ each place it ap-
pears in subsection (b), as redesignated, and in-
serting ‘‘percent’’; 

(5) by striking ‘‘subsections (a), (b)(3)(A), 
(b)(3)(B), and (c)’’ in paragraph (1) of sub-
section (d), as redesignated, and inserting 
‘‘paragraphs (1), (3), (4), and (5) of subsection 
(a)’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FUNDS.—Amounts 

available under paragraphs (3) and (4) of sub-
section (a) that are unobligated by the Secretary 
after 3 fiscal years shall be transferred to the 
Secretary of Homeland Security and shall be ex-
pended for State recreational boating safety 
programs under section 13106(a) of title 46, 
United States Code.’’. 
SEC. 4004. MAINTENANCE OF PROJECTS. 

Section 8 (16 U.S.C. 777g) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘in carrying out the research 

program of the Fish and Wildlife Service in re-
spect to fish of material value for sport or recre-
ation.’’ in subsection (b)(2) and inserting ‘‘to 
supplement the 55.3 percent of each annual ap-
propriation to be apportioned among the States 
under section 4(b) of this Act.’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘subsection (c) or (d) of section 
4’’ in subsection (d)(3) and inserting ‘‘para-
graph (5) or (6) of section 4(a)’’. 
SEC. 4005. BOATING INFRASTRUCTURE. 

Section 7404(d)(1) of the Sportfishing and 
Boating Safety Act of 1998 (16 U.S.C. 777g–
1(d)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
4(b)(3)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 4(a)(4)’’. 
SEC. 4006. REQUIREMENTS AND RESTRICTIONS 

CONCERNING USE OF AMOUNTS FOR 
EXPENSES FOR ADMINISTRATION. 

Section 9 (16 U.S.C. 777h) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘section 4(d)(1)’’ in subsection 

(a) and inserting ‘‘section 4(a)(6)’’; and 
(2) by striking ‘‘section 4(d)(1)’’ in subsection 

(b)(1) and inserting ‘‘section 4(a)(6)’’. 
SEC. 4007. PAYMENTS OF FUNDS TO AND CO-

OPERATION WITH PUERTO RICO, 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, GUAM, 
AMERICAN SAMOA, COMMONWEALTH 
OF THE NORTHERN MARINA IS-
LANDS, AND VIRGIN ISLANDS. 

Section 12 (16 U.S.C. 777k) is amended by 
striking ‘‘in carrying on the research program of 
the Fish and Wildlife Service in respect to fish 
of material value for sport or recreation.’’ and 
inserting ‘‘to supplement the 55.3 percent of 
each annual appropriation to be apportioned 
among the States under section 4(b) of this 
Act.’’. 
SEC. 4008. MULTISTATE CONSERVATION GRANT 

PROGRAM. 
Section 14 (16 U.S.C. 777m) is amended—
(1) by striking so much of subsection (a) as 

precedes paragraph (2) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) AMOUNT FOR GRANTS.—For each of fiscal 

years 2004 through 2009, 0.9 percent of each an-
nual appropriation made in accordance with the 
provisions of section 3 of this Act shall be dis-
tributed to the Secretary of the Interior for mak-
ing multistate conservation project grants in ac-
cordance with this section.’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘section 4(e)’’ each place it ap-
pears in subsection (a)(2)(B) and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 4(b)’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘Of the balance of each annual 
appropriation made under section 3 remaining 
after the distribution and use under subsections 
(a), (b), and (c) of section 4 for each fiscal year 
and after deducting amounts used for grants 
under subsection (a)—’’ in subsection (e) and 
inserting ‘‘Of amounts made available under 
section 4(a)(6) for each fiscal year—’’.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma is recognized. 

Mr. INHOFE. As chairman of the 
EPW Committee and with the concur-
rence of the majority of the com-
mittee, I ask unanimous consent that 
the committee amendment be modified 
with the changes at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment is so modi-
fied. 

The modification to the reported 
committee substitute is as follows:

Beginning on page 672, strike line 13 and 
all that follows through page 678, line 5, and 
insert the following: 
SEC. 1101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The following sums are authorized to be 
appropriated out of the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account): 

(1) INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.—
For the Interstate maintenance program 
under section 119 of title 23, United States 
Code—

(A) $5,442,371,792 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $6,425,168,342 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $6,683,176,289 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $6,702,365,186 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $7,036,621,314 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $7,139,130,081 for fiscal year 2009. 
(2) NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM.—For the 

National Highway System under section 103 
of that title—

(A) $6,580,322,257 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $7,801,990,130 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $8,111,641,450 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $8,134,931,791 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $8,540,631,977 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $8,664,991,297 for fiscal year 2009. 
(3) BRIDGE PROGRAM.—For the bridge pro-

gram under section 144 of that title—
(A) $4,650,754,076 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $5,507,287,150 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $5,713,860,644 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $5,730,266,418 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $6,016,042,650 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $6,103,714,622 for fiscal year 2009. 
(4) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM.—

For the surface transportation program 
under section 133 of that title—

(A) $6,877,178,900 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $8,107,950,527 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $8,417,741,127 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $8,441,910,349 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $8,862,919,976 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $8,992,134,975 for fiscal year 2009. 
(5) CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY 

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.—For the congestion 
mitigation and air quality improvement pro-
gram under section 149 of that title—

(A) $1,880,092,073 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $2,192,716,180 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $2,270,239,273 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $2,276,757,639 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $2,390,302,660 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $2,425,236,569 for fiscal year 2009. 
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(6) HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PRO-

GRAM.—For the highway safety improvement 
program under section 148 of that title—

(A) $1,187,426,572 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $1,325,828,388 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $1,377,448,548 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $1,381,403,511 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $1,450,295,996 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $1,471,607,029 for fiscal year 2009. 
(7) APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY 

SYSTEM PROGRAM.—For the Appalachian de-
velopment highway system program under 
section 170 of that title, $590,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(8) RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM.—For 
the recreational trails program under sec-
tion 206 of that title, $60,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(9) FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAYS PROGRAM.—
(A) INDIAN RESERVATION ROADS.—For In-

dian reservation roads under section 204 of 
that title—

(i) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(ii) $325,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(iii) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(iv) $375,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(v) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(vi) $425,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(B) RECREATION ROADS.—For recreation 

roads under section 204 of that title, 
$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

(C) PARK ROADS AND PARKWAYS.—For park 
roads and parkways under section 204 of that 
title—

(i) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(ii) $310,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; and 
(iii) $320,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2006 

through 2009. 
(D) REFUGE ROADS.—For refuge roads under 

section 204 of that title, $30,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(E) PUBLIC LANDS HIGHWAYS.—For Federal 
lands highways under section 204 of that 
title, $300,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009. 

(F) SAFETY.—For safety under section 204 
of that title, $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2009. 

(10) MULTISTATE CORRIDOR PROGRAM.—For 
the multistate corridor program under sec-
tion 171 of that title—

(A) $112,500,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $135,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $157,500,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $202,500,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $225,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(11) BORDER PLANNING, OPERATIONS, AND 

TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM.—For the border plan-
ning, operations, and technology program 
under section 172 of that title—

(A) $112,500,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $135,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $157,500,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $202,500,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $225,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(12) NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAYS PROGRAM.—

For the national scenic byways program 
under section 162 of that title—

(A) $34,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $35,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $37,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; and 
(E) $39,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 

and 2009. 
(13) INFRASTRUCTURE PERFORMANCE AND 

MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.—For carrying out 
the infrastructure performance and mainte-
nance program under section 139 of that 
title—

(A) $2,500,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2006; 

(B) $1,750,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
(14) CONSTRUCTION OF FERRY BOATS AND 

FERRY TERMINAL FACILITIES.—For construc-
tion of ferry boats and ferry terminal facili-

ties under section 147 of that title, $38,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2004 through 2009. 

(15) COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO HIGH-
WAY PROGRAM.—For the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico highway program under section 
173 of that title—

(A) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(B) $145,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(C) $149,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(D) $154,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(E) $160,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(F) $163,000,000 for fiscal year 2009.
On page 678, strike lines 6 and 7 and insert 

the following: 
SEC. 1102. OBLIGATION CEILING. 

(a) GENERAL LIMITATION.—Subject to sub-
sections (g) and (h), and notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the obligations for 
Federal-aid highway and highway safety con-
struction programs shall not exceed—

(1) $33,643,326,300 for fiscal year 2004; 
(2) $37,900,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(3) $39,100,000,000 for each of fiscal years 

2006 and 2007; 
(4) $39,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(5) $44,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitations under 

subsection (a) shall not apply to obligations 
under or for—

(1) section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; 

(2) section 147 of the Surface Transpor-
tation Assistance Act of 1978 (23 U.S.C. 144 
note; 92 Stat. 2714); 

(3) section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981 (Public Law 97–134; 95 Stat. 1701); 

(4) subsections (b) and (j) of section 131 of 
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1982 (Public Law 97–424; 96 Stat. 2119); 

(5) subsections (b) and (c) of section 149 of 
the Surface Transportation and Uniform Re-
location Assistance Act of 1987 (Public Law 
100–17; 101 Stat. 198); 

(6) sections 1103 through 1108 of the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
of 1991 (Public Law 102–240; 105 Stat. 2027); 

(7) section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect on June 8, 1998); 

(8) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect for fiscal years 1998 
through 2003, but only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(9) Federal-aid highway programs for 
which obligation authority was made avail-
able under the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century (Public Law 105–178; 112 
Stat. 107) or subsequent public laws for mul-
tiple years or to remain available until used, 
but only to the extent that the obligation 
authority has not lapsed or been used; and 

(10) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (but, for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 per fiscal year). 

(c) DISTRIBUTION OF OBLIGATION AUTHOR-
ITY.—For each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2009, the Secretary—

(1) shall not distribute obligation author-
ity provided by subsection (a) for the fiscal 
year for—

(A) amounts authorized for administrative 
expenses and programs by section 104(a) of 
title 23, United States Code; 

(B) programs funded from the administra-
tive takedown authorized by section 104(a)(1) 
of title 23, United States Code; and 

(C) amounts authorized for the highway 
use tax evasion program and the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics; 

(2) shall not distribute an amount of obli-
gation authority provided by subsection (a) 
that is equal to the unobligated balance of 
amounts made available from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety programs for previous fiscal years the 
funds for which are allocated by the Sec-
retary; 

(3) shall determine the ratio that—
(A) the obligation authority provided by 

subsection (a) for the fiscal year, less the ag-
gregate of amounts not distributed under 
paragraphs (1) and (2); bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for the Federal-aid highway 
and highway safety construction programs 
(other than sums authorized to be appro-
priated for provisions of law described in 
paragraphs (1) through (9) of subsection (b) 
and sums authorized to be appropriated for 
section 105 of title 23, United States Code, 
equal to the amount referred to in sub-
section (b)(10) for the fiscal year), less the 
aggregate of the amounts not distributed 
under paragraphs (1) and (2); 

(4) shall distribute the obligation author-
ity provided by subsection (a) less the aggre-
gate amounts not distributed under para-
graphs (1) and (2), for section 14501 of title 40, 
United States Code, so that the amount of 
obligation authority available for that sec-
tion is equal to the amount determined by 
multiplying—

(A) the ratio determined under paragraph 
(3); by 

(B) the sums authorized to be appropriated 
for that section for the fiscal year; 

(5) shall distribute among the States the 
obligation authority provided by subsection 
(a), less the aggregate amounts not distrib-
uted under paragraphs (1) and (2), for each of 
the programs that are allocated by the Sec-
retary under this Act and title 23, United 
States Code (other than to programs to 
which paragraph (1) applies), by multi-
plying—

(A) the ratio determined under paragraph 
(3); by 

(B) the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for each such program for the fiscal 
year; and 

(6) shall distribute the obligation author-
ity provided by subsection (a), less the aggre-
gate amounts not distributed under para-
graphs (1) and (2) and the amounts distrib-
uted under paragraphs (4) and (5), for Fed-
eral-aid highway and highway safety con-
struction programs (other than the amounts 
apportioned for the equity bonus program, 
but only to the extent that the amounts ap-
portioned for the equity bonus program for 
the fiscal year are greater than $639,000,000, 
and the Appalachian development highway 
system program) that are apportioned by the 
Secretary under this Act and title 23, United 
States Code, in the ratio that—

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for the programs that are apportioned to 
each State for the fiscal year; bear to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the programs that are 
apportioned to all States for the fiscal year. 

(d) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (c), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009—

(1) revise a distribution of the obligation 
authority made available under subsection 
(c) if an amount distributed cannot be obli-
gated during that fiscal year; and 

(2) redistribute sufficient amounts to those 
States able to obligate amounts in addition 
to those previously distributed during that 
fiscal year, giving priority to those States 
having large unobligated balances of funds 
apportioned under sections 104 and 144 of 
title 23, United States Code. 

(e) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), obligation limitations im-
posed by subsection (a) shall apply to con-
tract authority for transportation research 
programs carried out under—
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(A) chapter 5 of title 23, United States 

Code; and 
(B) title II of this Act. 
(2) EXCEPTION.—Obligation authority made 

available under paragraph (1) shall—
(A) remain available for a period of 3 fiscal 

years; and 
(B) be in addition to the amount of any 

limitation imposed on obligations for Fed-
eral-aid highway and highway safety con-
struction programs for future fiscal years. 

(f) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of distribution of obligation 
authority under subsection (c) for each of fis-
cal years 2004 through 2009, the Secretary 
shall distribute to the States any funds 
that—

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for 
the fiscal year for Federal-aid highway pro-
grams; and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be 
allocated to the States, and will not be avail-
able for obligation, in the fiscal year due to 
the imposition of any obligation limitation 
for the fiscal year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed 
under paragraph (1) in the same ratio as the 
distribution of obligation authority under 
subsection (c)(6). 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed under 
paragraph (1) shall be available for any pur-
pose described in section 133(b) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(g) SPECIAL RULE.—Obligation authority 
distributed for a fiscal year under subsection 
(c)(4) for the provision specified in sub-
section (c)(4) shall—

(1) remain available until used for obliga-
tion of funds for that provision; and 

(2) be in addition to the amount of any lim-
itation imposed on obligations for Federal-
aid highway and highway safety construc-
tion programs for future fiscal years. 

(h) ADJUSTMENT IN OBLIGATION LIMIT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—A limitation on obliga-

tions imposed by subsection (a) for a fiscal 
year shall be adjusted by an amount equal to 
the amount determined in accordance with 
section 251(b)(1)(B) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901(b)(A)(B)) for the fiscal year. 

(2) DISTRIBUTION.—An adjustment under 
paragraph (1) shall be distributed in accord-
ance with this section. 

(i) LIMITATIONS ON OBLIGATIONS FOR ADMIN-
ISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the total amount of 
all obligations under section 104(a) of title 
23, United States Code, shall not exceed—

(1) $450,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(2) $465,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(3) $480,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(4) $495,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; 
(5) $510,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and 
(6) $525,000,000 for fiscal year 2009.
Beginning on page 681, strike line 7 and all 

that follows through page 683, line 4, and in-
sert the following: 
SEC. 1104. EQUITY BONUS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 105 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 105. Equity bonus program 

‘‘(a) PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsections 

(c) and (d), for each of fiscal years 2004 
through 2009, the Secretary shall allocate 
among the States amounts sufficient to en-
sure that no State receives a percentage of 
the total apportionments for the fiscal year 
for the programs specified in paragraph (2) 
that is less than the percentage calculated 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC PROGRAMS.—The programs re-
ferred to in subsection (a) are— 

‘‘(A) the Interstate maintenance program 
under section 119; 

‘‘(B) the national highway system program 
under section 103; 

‘‘(C) the bridge program under section 144; 
‘‘(D) the surface transportation program 

under section 133; 
‘‘(E) the highway safety improvement pro-

gram under section 148; 
‘‘(F) the congestion mitigation and air 

quality improvement program under section 
149; 

‘‘(G) metropolitan planning programs 
under section 104(f) (other than planning pro-
grams funded by amounts provided under the 
equity bonus program under this section); 

‘‘(H) the infrastructure performance and 
maintenance program under section 139; 

‘‘(I) the equity bonus program under this 
section; 

‘‘(J) the Appalachian development highway 
system program under subtitle IV of title 40; 

‘‘(K) the recreational trails program under 
section 206; 

‘‘(L) the safe routes to schools program 
under section 150; and 

‘‘(M) the rail-highway grade crossing pro-
gram under section 130. 

‘‘(b) STATE PERCENTAGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The percentage referred 

to in subsection (a) for each State shall be— 
‘‘(A) 95 percent of the quotient obtained by 

dividing— 
‘‘(i) the estimated tax payments attrib-

utable to highway users in the State paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the most recent 
fiscal year for which data are available; by 

‘‘(ii) the estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in all States paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) for the fiscal year; or 

‘‘(B) for a State with a total population 
density of less than 20 persons per square 
mile, as reported in the decennial census 
conducted by the Federal Government in 
2000, a total population of less than 1,000,000, 
as reported in that decennial census, or a 
median household income of less than 
$35,000, as reported in that decennial census, 
the greater of— 

‘‘(i) the percentage under paragraph (1); or 
‘‘(ii) the average percentage of the State’s 

share of total apportionments for the period 
of fiscal years 1998 through 2003 for the pro-
grams specified in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC PROGRAMS.—The programs re-
ferred to in paragraph (1)(B)(ii) are (as in ef-
fect on the day before the date of enactment 
of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Effi-
cient Transportation Equity Act of 2003)— 

‘‘(A) the Interstate maintenance program 
under section 119; 

‘‘(B) the national highway system program 
under section 103; 

‘‘(C) the bridge program under section 144; 
‘‘(D) the surface transportation program 

under section 133; 
‘‘(E) the recreational trails program under 

section 206; 
‘‘(F) the high priority projects program 

under section 117; 
‘‘(G) the minimum guarantee provided 

under this section; 
‘‘(H) revenue aligned budget authority 

amounts provided under section 110; 
‘‘(I) the congestion mitigation and air 

quality improvement program under section 
149; 

‘‘(J) the Appalachian development highway 
system program under subtitle IV of title 40; 
and 

‘‘(K) metropolitan planning programs 
under section 104(f). 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) MINIMUM COMBINED ALLOCATION.—For 

each fiscal year, before making the alloca-
tions under subsection (a)(1), the Secretary 

shall allocate among the States amounts suf-
ficient to ensure that no State receives a 
combined total of amounts allocated under 
subsection (a)(1), apportionments for the pro-
grams specified in subsection (a)(2), and 
amounts allocated under this subsection, 
that is less than 110 percent of the average 
for fiscal years 1998 through 2003 of the an-
nual apportionments for the State for all 
programs specified in subsection (b)(2). 

‘‘(2) NO NEGATIVE ADJUSTMENT.—Notwith-
standing subsection (d), no negative adjust-
ment shall be made under subsection (a)(1) to 
the apportionment of any State. 

‘‘(3) MINIMUM SHARE OF TAX PAYMENTS.—
Notwithstanding subsection (d), for each fis-
cal year, the Secretary shall allocate among 
the States amounts sufficient to ensure that 
no State receives a percentage of apportion-
ments for the fiscal year for the programs 
specified in subsection (a)(2) that is less than 
90.5 percent of the percentage share of the 
State of estimated tax payments attrib-
utable to highway users in the State paid 
into the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) in the most recent 
fiscal year for which data are available. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION ON ADJUSTMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c), no 
State shall receive, for any fiscal year, addi-
tional amounts under subsection (a)(1) if— 

‘‘(A) the total apportionments of the State 
for the fiscal year for the programs specified 
in subsection (a)(2); exceed 

‘‘(B) the percentage of the average, for the 
period of fiscal years 1998 through 2003, of the 
annual apportionments of the State for all 
programs specified in subsection (b)(2), as 
specified in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) PERCENTAGES.—The percentages re-
ferred to in paragraph (1)(B) are— 

‘‘(A) fiscal year 2004, 120 percent; 
‘‘(B) fiscal year 2005, 130 percent; 
‘‘(C) fiscal year 2006, 134 percent; 
‘‘(D) fiscal year 2007, 137 percent; 
‘‘(E) fiscal year 2008, 145 percent; and 
‘‘(F) fiscal year 2009, 250 percent. 
‘‘(e) PROGRAMMATIC DISTRIBUTION OF 

FUNDS.—The Secretary shall apportion the 
amounts made available under this section 
so that the amount apportioned to each 
State under this section for each program re-
ferred to in subparagraphs (A) through (G) of 
subsection (a)(2) is equal to the amount de-
termined by multiplying the amount to be 
apportioned under this section by the pro-
portion that— 

‘‘(1) the amount of funds apportioned to 
each State for each program referred to in 
subparagraphs (A) through (G) of subsection 
(a)(2) for a fiscal year; bears to 

‘‘(2) the total amount of funds apportioned 
to each State for all such programs for the 
fiscal year. 

‘‘(f) METRO PLANNING SET ASIDE.—Notwith-
standing section 104(f), no set aside provided 
for under that section shall apply to funds 
allocated under this section. 

‘‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated from 
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) such sums as are nec-
essary to carry out this section for each of 
fiscal years 2004 through 2009.’’ 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The analysis for subchapter I of chapter 

1 of title 23, United States Code, is amended 
by striking the item relating to section 105 
and inserting the following:
‘‘105. Equity bonus program.’’

(2) Section 104(a)(1) of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘min-
imum guarantee’’ and inserting ‘‘equity 
bonus’’.

On page 683, strike lines 8 through 16 and 
insert the following: 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:04 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00126 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03FE6.002 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S509February 3, 2004
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraphs (1) and (2), by striking 

‘‘2000’’ and inserting ‘‘2006’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘(as in ef-

fect on September 30, 2002)’’ after ‘‘(2 U.S.C. 
901(b)(2)(B)(ii)(I)(cc))’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)—
(i) by striking ‘‘If the amount’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), if the amount’’; 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘(as in effect on Sep-

tember 30, 2002)’’ after ‘‘(2 U.S.C. 
901(b)(1)(B)(ii)(I)(cc)’’; 

(iii) by striking ‘‘the succeeding’’ and in-
serting ‘‘that’’; 

(iv) by striking ‘‘and the motor carrier 
safety grant program’’; and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—No reduction under sub-

paragraph (A) shall be made for a fiscal year 
if, as of October 1 of the fiscal year, the cash 
balance in the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account) exceeds 
$6,000,000,000.’’. 

On page 684, strike lines 19 and 20 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A State may ob-
ligate funds 

On page 685, strike lines 6 and 7 and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(1) preserve, maintain, or otherwise ex-
tend, in a cost-effective manner, the useful 
life of 

On page 685, strike lines 9 and 10 and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(2) provide operational improvements (in-
cluding traffic management and intelligent 

On page 685, strike lines 14 through 19. 
Beginning on page 703, strike line 20 and 

all that follows through page 704, line 15, and 
insert the following: 
section shall be 80 percent.’’. 

On page 923, strike lines 7 through 10. 
On page 923, line 11, strike ‘‘1808’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1807’’. 
On page 929, line 14, strike ‘‘1809’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1808’’. 
On page 931, line 5, ‘‘1810’’ and insert 

‘‘1809’’. 
On page 931, line 7, strike ‘‘1809(a)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1808(a)’’. 
On page 933, line 22, strike ‘‘1810(b)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1809(b)’’. 
On page 934, line 1, strike ‘‘1811’’ and insert 

‘‘1810’’. 
On page 934, line 4, strike ‘‘1810(a)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1809(a)’’. 
On page 942, line 3, strike ‘‘1810(b)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1809(b)’’. 
On page 942, line 5, strike ‘‘1812’’ and insert 

‘‘1811’’. 
On page 942, line 7, strike ‘‘1811(a)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1810(a)’’. 
On page 944, line 5, strike ‘‘1811(b)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1810(b)’’. 
On page 944, line 7, strike ‘‘1813’’ and insert 

‘‘1812’’. 
On page 944, line 10, strike ‘‘1812(a)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1811(a)’’. 
On page 946, line 23, strike ‘‘1812(b)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1811(b)’’. 
On page 947, line 1, strike ‘‘1814’’ and insert 

‘‘1813’’. 
On page 947, line 4, strike ‘‘1813(a)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1812(a)’’. 
On page 953, line 10, strike ‘‘1813(b)’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1812(b)’’. 
On page 953, line 12, strike ‘‘1815’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1814’’. 
On page 954, line 22, strike ‘‘1815’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1814’’. 
On page 955, line 7, strike ‘‘1817’’ and insert 

‘‘1816’’. 
On page 962, line 1, strike ‘‘1818’’ and insert 

‘‘1817’’. 
On page 963, line 23, strike ‘‘1819’’ and in-

sert ‘‘1818’’. 

On page 964, line 6, strike ‘‘1820’’ and insert 
‘‘1819’’.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, with the 
agreement of both sides, we will recog-
nize the Senator from Florida, Mr. 
NELSON, for 10 minutes on a subject 
other than the highway bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Florida is recog-
nized. 

(The remarks of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, we have 
been yielding to Members on other sub-
jects. I was glad to do so, but we were 
supposed to be on the highway bill for 
discussion about an hour ago. It is my 
wish not to recognize anyone, so long 
as we have speakers on the highway 
bill. I understand I get primary rec-
ognition, and I can’t do this as man-
aged time, but it is my desire to recog-
nize the ranking member of the Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee 
for whatever time he should take, and 
immediately following that, the Sen-
ator from Ohio, Mr. VOINOVICH. 

Before Senator JEFFORDS talks, let 
me say, again, as I did several times 
yesterday, how much I appreciate his 
cooperation in working together on 
this very difficult bill and coming to 
the point where we are today. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I thank the Senator. 
I echo those words with respect to the 
chairman’s cooperation as well. It has 
been a pleasure to work with him and 
his staff. I am glad we are where we are 
now. 

I wish to speak briefly on yesterday’s 
incident that apparently involved 
ricin. First, I thank Majority Leader 
FRIST for his calm and professional ap-
proach to this matter. I also thank the 
Capitol Police, the Attending Physi-
cian, and everyone who assisted in re-
sponding to this incident. 

As many of my colleagues know, my 
personal office is adjacent to Senator 
FRIST’s office on the first floor, and my 
committee staff is located across the 
hall from Senator FRIST, so we were hit 
twice as hard on this episode. 

Nearly a dozen of my staff members 
were quarantined last night and later 
decontaminated. They did not get 
home until after 2 in the morning. I 
would like to say a special thank you 
to them. Thankfully, everyone is feel-
ing fine, and they don’t appear to have 
any ill effects. 

We should not have to go through 
this type of episode as we go about our 
business every day, but, unfortunately, 
these are the times we are living in. 

I am hopeful we will get to the bot-
tom of who is responsible, close this 
chapter, and return to our normal rou-
tines as soon as possible. Incidentally—
and I may be getting a little paranoid—
we are the only office to have also been 
involved in the other episode because 
we moved from Hart to Dirksen this 
year. I want to warn everyone, watch 

where I am. You may save yourself 
some problems.

Some 21⁄2 years ago when I assumed 
the leadership of the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works, I set my 
sights on reauthorization of the Na-
tion’s Surface Transportation Pro-
gram. I recognized this to be the most 
challenging task confronting the com-
mittee. 

I have spent these last 2 years work-
ing with my colleagues, meeting with 
Americans, and studying the Nation’s 
transportation needs. I have traveled 
the country visiting local communities 
and seeing firsthand our many national 
transportation challenges. 

My observations on the road were re-
inforced by our committee’s hearing 
process. The committee and our Trans-
portation Subcommittee held 11 public 
hearings and sponsored three round-
table discussions to prepare for renewal 
of the Nation’s Surface Transportation 
Program. We heard from over 100 wit-
nesses from 30 States, representing 
over 60 organizations. The process gen-
erated a hearing record of over 1,500 
pages. 

What I heard is our current national 
program is working well; that we 
should refine it and not replace it. Our 
national transportation policy must 
serve the public good. In my view, the 
outcomes we seek are a strong econ-
omy, safe and healthy communities, 
and a clean environment. A balanced 
transportation system is necessary for 
us to attain these goals. 

The success of our Surface Transpor-
tation Program will rest on four funda-
mental pillars. 

Asset management is the first pillar. 
We must maintain and preserve our in-
frastructure investment. We cannot 
allow highways and bridges to deterio-
rate. 

Access and mobility is the second pil-
lar. Most Americans now live in metro 
areas, and most metro areas are con-
gested and getting worse. We need to 
focus on these problems. 

The third pillar is freight and trade. 
The value of trade and tonnage of 
goods moved in this country is enor-
mous and growing. We need new facili-
ties to accommodate this growth. 

The fourth pillar is safety. We must 
continue the progress we have made 
over the last 10 years reducing the rate 
of highway fatalities and work now to 
reduce the actual number of lives lost 
on our roadways. 

In partnership with our chairman, 
Senator INHOFE, and with the leaders of 
our subcommittee, Senators BOND and 
REID, we have helped construct a bill, 
SAFETEA, on these pillars. SAFETEA 
retains the strengths of our current na-
tional transportation program while 
enhancing its effectiveness to deal with 
the challenges facing our States and 
communities. 
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The bill meets highway system needs 

for strong growth in a manner that in-
creases assistance to every State and 
every region. It is funded at a level of 
$255 billion that will enable the States 
to improve road and bridge conditions. 

The bill will generate millions of 
well-paying jobs since every billion 
dollars spent on the highway program 
can generate up to 47,500 jobs. These 
jobs come at a time of great economic 
need in our communities. 

A well-funded safety title is also in-
cluded. It features a new program—
Safe Routes to Schools—to protect 
children as they walk or ride their 
bikes to school. 

Significant growth in congestion 
mitigation and air quality funding will 
help States improve air quality, reduce 
pollution, and address congestion. The 
bill makes it easier for States to miti-
gate project effects on habitat and wet-
lands, and retains and expands popular 
programs such as enhancements, rec-
reational trails, and scenic byways. 
The increased intermodal flexibility 
set forth in the bill will allow States, if 
they wish, to improve freight handling 
and movement. But fundamentally, 
this massive transportation bill is 
about people. 

It is about making it easier to com-
mute to work; making roads safer for 
our families; preserving scenic beauty 
for future generations; helping our 
children get to school safely; moving 
freight efficiently and cheaply; and 
making America better. 

Working with my colleagues, I have 
done my level best to write a bill that 
is fair to all States and regions of our 
country. I am committed to maintain-
ing the legacy I inherited from my dear 
friends and former colleagues, Pat 
Moynihan and John Chafee. I look for-
ward to completing this job, working 
with Chairman INHOFE, with the lead-
ers of the other authorizing commit-
tees, and with all my fellow Members 
to produce legislation that will build a 
strong America. 

I thank the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, I 

rise to support S. 1072, the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act of 2003. 

First, I congratulate Senators 
INHOFE, BOND, JEFFORDS, and REID, and 
their staffs on the impressive work 
they have done to put together a bipar-
tisan bill. The fact this is a bipartisan 
product means we can actually get 
something done. It is a process of 
which I am glad to be a part as a mem-
ber of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee. 

Lately, all I have heard in the media 
and even from some of my colleagues is 
this is going to be a very difficult year 
to get anything done. I hope this bill 
and bipartisan spirit is an indication of 
the progress we can make this year for 
the American people. To borrow from 
one of my mottos as Governor: To-
gether we can do it. And the other 

motto is the Ohio motto: With God, all 
things are possible.

This is one of the most important 
pieces of legislation Congress will con-
sider this year. Although recent eco-
nomic reports indicate positive job 
growth in the Nation as a whole, manu-
facturing jobs, including in Ohio, con-
tinue to experience slow growth and 
prolonged unemployment. 

In recent months, I have met with 
workers, small business owners and 
manufacturers throughout Ohio. They 
all have the same thing to say: Good, 
high-paying manufacturing jobs are 
leaving Ohio. Many of these displaced 
workers would be productively em-
ployed on construction projects. 

We have an opportunity with the 
highway bill not only to improve and 
repair our crumbling highways and 
bridges but to create and to let folks 
know that we know they are hurting. I 
will never forget when I was mayor of 
the city of Cleveland back in 1983. 
President Reagan and Congress real-
ized the pain the people in this country 
were experiencing and Congress passed 
the emergency jobs bill, including an 
increase in the gas tax which stimu-
lated tremendous highway construc-
tion jobs during 1983 and into 1984. 

According to the American Road and 
Transportation Builders Association, 
ARTBA, employment in the transpor-
tation construction industry was down 
in July of 2003, during the peak of the 
construction season, compared to July 
2002. Specifically, there were 12,100 
fewer workers on project sites over the 
last year, a decrease of 3.7 percent. 

In Ohio, according to the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, heavy construction 
jobs were up slightly from last year. 
However, there were still on average 
3,500 fewer jobs in 2003 than in 2000 
when they were at their peak. Invest-
ing in our Nation’s transportation in-
frastructure through a 6-year reauthor-
ization bill will create hundreds of 
thousands of jobs and move our slug-
gish economy down the road to recov-
ery. 

The transportation construction in-
dustry generates more than $200 billion 
in economic activity and helps sustain 
2.5 million jobs in the United States 
each year. According to the U.S. De-
partment of Transportation, every $1 
billion invested in highway construc-
tion creates 47,500 jobs and generates 
more than $2 billion in economic activ-
ity. It is also estimated that every dol-
lar invested in the Nation’s highway 
system generates $5.70 in economic 
benefits, including reduced delays, im-
proved safety and reduced vehicle oper-
ating costs. This is a 6-to-1 return on 
investment. This has to be one of the 
best investments that the Federal Gov-
ernment can make. 

We also need to ensure that we are 
investing adequate resources into our 
transportation infrastructure. Accord-
ing to the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration’s 2002 Conditions and Perform-
ance Report, the average annual in-
vestment level needed to make im-

provements to highways and bridges is 
projected to be $106.9 billion through 
2020. This amount is 65 percent higher 
than the $64 billion of total capital in-
vestments spent by all levels of govern-
ment in 2000. There is just no question 
that the need is there. 

The average annual investment level 
necessary to maintain the current con-
dition and performance of highways 
and bridges is projected to be $75.9 bil-
lion to 2020. This amount is 17.5 percent 
higher than capital spending in 2000. 
Nationwide, 162,000 bridges are struc-
turally deficient or functionally obso-
lete, and 160,000 miles of highway pave-
ment are in poor or mediocre condi-
tion. Americans pay approximately $49 
billion a year in extra vehicle repairs 
and operating costs due to road condi-
tions. That is $255 a driver in this coun-
try. In addition, the average urban 
rush hour driver spends almost 62 addi-
tional hours a year stuck in traffic. 
Congestion is responsible for 5.7 billion 
gallons of wasted gasoline each year. 
Wasted fuel and low productivity due 
to traffic congestion costs the U.S. 
economy nearly $70 billion annually. In 
other words, this legislation will help 
reduce our reliance on oil, improve our 
environment, and relieve the stress and 
road rage that we see so often through-
out our country. 

Nearly 43,000 people were killed on 
America’s roads in 2002. Poor road con-
ditions were a factor in one-third of 
those fatalities. The Federal Govern-
ment predicts highway fatalities will 
grow to nearly 52,000 by 2009, absent 
any new Federal investment in high-
way safety. Studies report that every 
$1 billion invested in road improve-
ments since 1950 has helped prevent 
1,400 premature deaths and nearly 
50,000 injuries, as well as help save over 
$2 billion in health care, insurance, lost 
wages, and productivity costs. 

If we continue to ignore the upkeep 
and allow the deterioration of our in-
frastructure, we risk disruptions in 
commerce and reduced protection for 
public safety, health, and the environ-
ment. In my view, it is the responsi-
bility of Congress to ensure that fund-
ing levels are adequate and efficiently 
allocated to the Nation’s priority 
needs. 

In 1998, Congress recognized the im-
portance of the Nation’s transportation 
system through the enactment of TEA–
21, a 6-year bill that increased Federal 
investment in highways and transit by 
nearly 40 percent to $218 billion. Under 
TEA–21, my State received a 23 percent 
increase in transportation funding. 
Ohio’s share of highway funding also 
increased under TEA–21 to 90.5 percent 
of its share of contributions to the 
trust fund. When I took office as Gov-
ernor in 1991, Ohio’s share was less 
than 80 percent. ISTEA took us to 85 
and TEA–21 to 90.5. 

As chairman of the National Gov-
ernors Association, I was involved in 
negotiating TEA–21 and lobbied Con-
gress and worked with BUD SHUSTER to 
ensure that all highway trust fund rev-
enues were spent on transportation. 
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TEA–21 dedicated nearly all highway 
gas taxes to transportation funding 
and guarantees that States will receive 
at least 90.5 percent of their share of 
contributions to the fund. 

I also fought to even out highway 
funding fluctuations and assure a pre-
dictable flow of funding to eliminate 
the peaks and valleys that we experi-
enced on the State and local level 
under ISTEA. TEA–21 achieved this 
role with record guaranteed levels of 
funding, and I am glad to be in the Sen-
ate at this time to work on reauthor-
izing this important legislation. 

The administration’s 6-year surface 
transportation reauthorization pro-
posal, the Safe, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act, would pro-
vide $247 billion, including $201 billion 
for highway and safety programs and 
$46 billion to transit programs. On No-
vember 12, 2003, the Senate Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee ap-
proved $255 billion in contract author-
ity for highways over the next 6 years, 
or an average of $42.5 billion annually. 

Again, one of my top priorities for re-
authorization is to increase the min-
imum rate of return for donor States 
from 90.5 percent to at least 95 percent. 
In May 2003, Senator CARL LEVIN and I, 
along with House Majority Leader TOM 
DELAY and Congressman BARON HILL, 
introduced legislation, the Highway 
Funding Equity Act of 2003, to increase 
donor States’ minimum rate of return 
to 95 percent. 

Currently, there are 144 sponsors of 
this bill in the House and 22 cosponsors 
in the Senate. It has been a pleasure to 
lead this effort on behalf of the 
SHARE, States’ Highway Alliance for 
Real Equity, coalition in the Senate. 
SHARE believes all States have high-
way infrastructure needs that surpass 
available resources. For this reason, 
each donor State seeks to get back as 
much of the taxes paid by its motorists 
as possible. SHARE’s objectives are to 
increase the size of the guarantee to 95 
percent and to apply the scope of the 
guarantee to all dollars being distrib-
uted to the States. 

I commend Chairman INHOFE, Sen-
ator BOND, Senator JEFFORDS, and oth-
ers not only for their hard work in 
writing this bill but also for increasing 
the guaranteed share of all donor 
States to 95 percent by 2009, while bal-
ancing limited resources and the needs 
of the States. It is a very difficult job, 
but if one really looks at what has been 
done, it was a Solomon-like job and 
they should be congratulated for it. I 
hope other Members of the Senate are 
respectful of the fact that it was an in-
tellectually honest effort on our part 
to try to remedy a problem that we 
have had for too long around this coun-
try. 

Specifically, my State is going to re-
ceive $2.2 billion, which is a 38 percent 
increase over the 6-year period, com-
pared to the last 6 years under TEA–21. 
We lost billions of dollars compared to 
other States, because we are a donor 
State—over the last number of years. 

The total amount of funding Ohio will 
receive over the next 6 years is more 
than $8 billion. Much of this additional 
funding is due to Ohio’s increased share 
of the highway trust fund dollars. 

Another of my priorities for increas-
ing highway funding and improving eq-
uity is to no longer penalize States 
that consume ethanol-blended fuel to 
help reduce our national dependence on 
imported oil. Last year, I cosponsored 
language written by Senator GRASSLEY 
and reported out of the Finance Com-
mittee that would transfer 2.5 cents of 
the Federal tax on ethanol-blended fuel 
from the general fund of the Treasury 
to the highway account of the highway 
trust fund and replace the 5.2-cents-
per-gallon reduced tax rate for ethanol-
blended fuel with a tax credit. This was 
also in the Senate-passed energy bill. 

As a result, the same Federal tax will 
be collected and deposited into the 
highway trust fund, regardless of 
whether a gallon of fuel contains eth-
anol. The Ohio Department of Trans-
portation estimates that enactment of 
this legislation will restore up to $170 
million annually to the State of Ohio. 

I congratulate the Finance Com-
mittee for coming up with the revenue 
offsets to reach the outlays of $231 bil-
lion to pay for highways over the next 
6 years. I urge the Senate to support 
the committee’s recommendations. 

This morning I congratulated Sen-
ator GRASSLEY, the chairman of the Fi-
nance Committee, for getting in there 
and finding the dollars and the offsets 
so we can talk to our colleagues about 
supporting this legislation as some-
thing fiscally responsible. 

When gasohol contributions are in-
cluded, Ohio’s highway funding over 
the next 6 years will increase more 
than $3.1 billion, 54.2 percent over 
TEA–21 for a total of $8.9 billion. The 
surface transportation reauthorization 
bill is extremely important to Ohio, 
which has one of the largest surface 
transportation networks in the coun-
try. Ohio has the 10th largest highway 
network, the 5th largest volume of 
traffic, the 4th largest interstate high-
way network, and the 2nd largest in-
ventory of bridges in the country. 

There are also 62 public transit sys-
tems serving 59 of Ohio’s 88 counties. In 
2002, these systems made approxi-
mately 138.6 million trips. Ohio has the 
Nation’s 4th largest rural transpor-
tation program, the 5th largest bus 
fleet, the 9th most transit vehicle 
miles traveled, and the 10th overall 
highest ridership in the country. 

This bill, if enacted, will meet the es-
sential needs of the entire surface 
transportation system of my State. It 
will also create thousands of jobs and 
provide a significant boost to Ohio’s 
economy. I am very proud that Ohio 
approved a motor fuel tax increase in 
2003 that will ensure an annual $250 
million new construction program for 
the next 10 years, while maintaining 
bridge and highway conditions. With 
additional Federal funds, the Ohio De-
partment of Transportation has set a 

goal of having a $5 billion, 10-year Ohio 
construction program entitled Jobs 
and Progress Plan, dedicated to ad-
dressing Ohio’s most pressing conges-
tion, safety, and rural access needs. 

The plan is predicated on Congress 
enacting legislation to correct the eth-
anol penalty which reduces Ohio’s 
transportation revenue and increases 
donor States’ minimum rate of return 
to 95 percent, and provides an increased 
level of investment in the Nation’s 
highways and bridges. This highway 
bill achieves all of those goals. It is a 
bill that is very important to my State 
and its economy. 

As a result, a half billion dollar a 
year new construction program in our 
State would employ approximately 
4,000 construction workers directly and 
create another almost 10,000 indirect 
highway jobs. 

Ohio’s Jobs and Progress Plan would 
help finance several major projects 
throughout the State, including a $350 
million project to rebuild I–75 in Day-
ton, a $400 million project to begin re-
building the Central Viaduct, or as we 
call it in Cleveland, the Dead Man’s 
Curve, and a $600 million project to im-
prove I–70 and I–71 in Columbus. The 
plan also calls for $60 million annual 
investment to address high-crash loca-
tions, as well as funding to address 
freight corridors such as U.S. 24 and 
U.S. 30 in northwest Ohio. Too many 
people have died on these highways. 

This is a jobs bill. In addition, the 
Ohio Department of Transportation 
has $164.3 million worth of projects 
that are ready to go. These are projects 
ready to go if the money were there. 
The 128 projects on the shelf include 
major reconstruction, resurfacing, 
bridge replacement and repair, traffic 
signals, signs, culvert construction, 
guardrail rebuilding, pavement mark-
ing, and preventive maintenance. If 
this funding were made available, ap-
proximately 1,300 direct and some al-
most 3,500 indirect jobs would be cre-
ated in the State. 

Finally, I have several comments 
about the environmental, planning, 
and project delivery provisions of the 
bill. As chairman of the Clean Air Sub-
committee and the past chairman of 
the Transportation Subcommittee, I 
understand full well the importance 
and significance of the overlap between 
highway planning and air quality. 

When I began my term as Governor, 
28 Ohio counties were in nonattain-
ment for ozone. I spent considerable ef-
fort to get them into attainment. In 
addition to working with utilities to 
reduce their emissions, I implemented 
an automobile emissions testing pro-
gram called E-check to help bring 
Ohio’s counties into compliance. At 
that time, Ohio was one of only a few 
States to have an enhanced auto emis-
sions test in its urban areas. 

That all came about because we were 
trying to comply with the Clean Air 
Act. This program was a success. Ac-
cording to the 1997 EPA report, volatile 
organic compounds and nitrogen ox-
ides, which are a major component in 
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the formation of ozone and are emitted 
by cars and trucks, have been dramati-
cally reduced from 1970 to 1996. Emis-
sions of VOCs were reduced by 49 per-
cent, NOX by 26 percent. Additionally, 
air toxins in Ohio were reduced from 
approximately 381 million pounds in 
1987 to 144 million pounds in 1996. 

Due to these reductions, all 88 coun-
ties have met the national air quality 
standards. But this has not been an 
easy battle. The E-Check program has 
been criticized because it required ve-
hicle owners in smoggy areas to pay for 
annual emissions testing and to make 
the necessary repairs. Due to its 
unpopularity, Ohio’s General Assembly 
passed a bill revoking the program. 
However, I stood up for the program 
and vetoed the bill because I believed it 
was an important and necessary step to 
cleaning up Ohio’s air. That veto, by 
the way, was not overridden. 

I believe hard choices such as these 
are important. The conformity pro-
gram has helped encourage cleaner air, 
and transportation planning has bene-
fited from coordination with the air 
quality planners. As requested by Fed-
eral, State, and local officials, this bill 
makes important improvements in the 
conformity process by synchronizing 
planning and conformity timelines and 
requirements. So I congratulate the 
chief sponsors again. 

I am also pleased that this bill modi-
fies the Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Improvement Program, called 
CMAQ, to include the nonattainment 
areas for the fine particulate matter 
standard—PM2.5—and the 8-hour ozone 
standard. EPA will make designations 
for both these standards this year, and 
these areas will need all the help they 
can get to attain the new standards. 

While these are two areas in which I 
believe we have made progress, I am a 
little disappointed with the metropoli-
tan and statewide planning and trans-
portation project delivery process in 
this bill. I don’t think these provisions 
will do much to expedite the project 
delivery process and, quite frankly, ac-
tually create a more burdensome proc-
ess than under current law. 

As a former Governor, I was frus-
trated at how long it took to do a high-
way project from beginning to end. As 
Senator, I have wanted to do some-
thing meaningful on this issue, since I 
was chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and, 
in fact, we held a number of oversight 
hearings on the implementation of the 
streamlining provisions included in 
TEA–21. One of my top priorities for 
this reauthorization is to enact effi-
cient transportation project delivery 
that will actually expedite the project 
delivery process. 

Regulations implementing these pro-
visions were disappointing and later 
scrapped. I regret that we have wasted 
an opportunity to realize the benefits 
of the expedited process that was envi-
sioned 6 years ago, the 1309 process. In 
other words, we talked 6 years ago, in 
the TEA–21, that we were going to 

streamline the process and put a provi-
sion in the law that said we should do 
it. After 6 years, fundamentally noth-
ing has happened—after 6 years. 

The transportation project delivery 
process provisions in this bill that we 
are going to consider, as I say, are dis-
appointing because I think they are 
going to do little to expedite the 
project delivery process, given that the 
bill requires State and local planning 
agencies to meet process burdens that 
are even more burdensome than in the 
current law. 

Do you hear me? They are more bur-
densome than in the current law, 
which we were trying to change and 
improve during the last 6 years. 

I hope we can fix these provisions on 
the floor with the support of AASHTO, 
ARTBA, AGC, and the American High-
way Users, and many State and local 
government organizations. 

Furthermore, one more thing I am 
concerned about is one of the most sig-
nificant elements of environmental 
streamlining missing from this bill, 
and that is to reform the process 
known as section 4(f). This process 
causes more delay in my State than 
any other planning or environment re-
view requirement. I will bring that sit-
uation to the attention of my col-
leagues during debate on this bill. 

This is a good bill. I urge my col-
leagues to support S. 1072. The current 
surface transportation authorization 
expires at the end of this month. Peo-
ple are waiting. They want it passed. 
They want to see the jobs. The time to 
act is now. 

Nationwide, this bill would create 2.8 
million new jobs, including 106,000 new 
jobs in Ohio. This is important jobs-
creation legislation that will put hard-
working Americans back to work and 
jump-start our sluggish economy, espe-
cially States like Ohio, where our econ-
omy is still struggling. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I see the 
minority leader. I certainly defer to 
the minority leader. 

Mr. DASCHLE. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Oklahoma. I am 
happy to accommodate the order at 
whatever time someone may come to 
the floor. I have a few comments to 
make as we begin this debate. 

Let me express our gratitude to the 
two managers of the bill and other 
Members of the Senate who have put so 
much effort into this legislation. We 
have come a long way. I am grateful to 
them for producing a bill that merits 
strong bipartisan support. 

The debate on this bill is long over-
due. We have already lost 90,000 jobs by 
our inability to pass the bill last Octo-
ber. At a time when we have lost 3 mil-
lion jobs over the last several years, we 
cannot afford to keep losing jobs. We 
had the first meager job increase just 
last month with 1,000 jobs across the 
entire Nation. The importance we can 
put on job creation with this legisla-
tion should not be underestimated. 

Now that the Senate has begun the 
debate on the bill, we need to ensure it 

goes forward in a bipartisan fashion—
the way this institution has worked on 
legislation similar to this over its long 
history. 

If we ultimately pass a transpor-
tation bill into law, it is expected to 
create 830,000 jobs over the next 6 
years. These would be good jobs for 
Americans, jobs in engineering, in the 
environment, in construction—good 
jobs in all States. 

In addition to jobs, there is another 
critical reason to be moving forward on 
this bill. Yesterday, there was a lot of 
talk about the $520 billion Federal 
budget deficit, a very troubling figure. 
But there is another deficit we have 
not talked much about yet and that is 
in our Nation’s infrastructure. Our Na-
tion’s transportation infrastructure—
our roads, highways, transit, ports, and 
rail lines—is a thread that holds our 
Nation together to make it possible to 
have a free and open society, which is 
suffering a remarkable deficit, one that 
can be addressed with the passage of 
this legislation. 

Our transportation infrastructure 
impacts what we do every single day, 
and most of the time it is simply taken 
for granted and unrecognized. 

Over 30 percent of our roads and 
highways are now considered in poor or 
in substandard condition. Over 30,000 of 
our Nation’s bridges are functionally 
obsolete or structurally deficient. The 
transportation bill reported out of the 
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee will address this infrastructure 
deficit. 

Likewise, we need to ensure this 
transportation bill is intermodal and 
includes provisions to improve the con-
ditions of rails and ports. Rail lines in 
the United States alone require $7 bil-
lion each and every year just to main-
tain them. Our Nation’s transit pro-
grams are a critical and interconnected 
portion of our transportation infra-
structure. 

I am particularly pleased Finance 
Chairman GRASSLEY and Ranking 
Member BAUCUS included as a part of 
the financing provisions reported from 
the committee yesterday a provision 
which treats transit in a similar man-
ner to highways. It was the right deci-
sion to go forward with some sym-
metry on transit and highways. Both 
receive funds from the highway trust 
funds. I applaud Senators GRASSLEY 
and BAUCUS for doing so. 

I am pleased we are finally working 
on this bill in the Senate. As I said, 
Senators INHOFE and JEFFORDS need to 
be complimented, along with Senators 
BOND and REID, for the hard work and 
leadership they have shown in getting 
us to this point. I look forward to mov-
ing ahead in a bipartisan fashion to do 
not only what is needed but what is re-
quired to address our transportation 
infrastructure deficit. 

If we go forward in that fashion with 
that goal, we will not only improve the 
condition of our infrastructure but cre-
ate hundreds of thousands of needed 
jobs and improve the condition of our 
country, as well. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 04:08 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00130 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G03FE6.038 S03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S513February 3, 2004
I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

ENZI). The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I thank 

the minority leader for the excellent 
statement. We have a new chart on job 
opportunities which talks about the 
cumulative effect when a job is of-
fered—say a construction job on a 
bridge or highway—and what that does 
to the rest of the economy. It is about 
2.8 million jobs as opposed to some of 
the figures we have been using, one-
fourth of that number. It is very sig-
nificant. 

The Senator from Ohio gave an excel-
lent statement also. The State of Ohio, 
in terms of new job opportunities, is 
No. 5 in the Nation under this bill. The 
Senator has done an excellent job. I am 
sure the people of Ohio are very appre-
ciative of the job opportunities that 
will be there as a result of the legisla-
tion we hope to pass in the next few 
days. 

The Senator from Ohio, who has vast 
experience in clean air, was a breath of 
fresh air when he came in, someone 
who really has the answers. He was the 
chairman of the Clean Air Committee 
of the National Association of Gov-
ernors. His expertise is very much ap-
preciated. 

Senator JEFFORDS and others have 
already mentioned the difficulties in 
putting together a formula, consid-
ering the fast-growing States, with a 
ceiling there. We have some of the 
small States, such as that of the Pre-
siding Officer, in terms of population, 
which have to be considered because 
even though it is a small population 
there are a lot of roads that have to be 
cared for. Taking into consideration all 
of these considerations was not easy. 

However, when we compare what we 
have done with what has been done in 
the past, I am very proud of it. The eq-
uity bonus program replaces the min-
imum guarantees. 

Now, I have been criticized for the 
way I simplify my explanation of min-
imum guarantees, but it is pretty accu-
rate; that is, we took a percentage of 
the total amount of money and gave it 
to each State until we got 60 votes, not 
caring too much what happened after 
that. We took into consideration all 
the issues we have been talking about. 

The bill does four things, essentially. 
It takes care of the donor States. I 
have been part of a donor State for as 
long as I can remember, certainly as 
long as I have been in the Senate. We 
were down below 80 percent, and as 
mentioned by the Senator from Ohio, 
ISTEA, then TEA–21, and now with this 
bill, we are up to 95 percent. 

Streamlining provisions is very im-
portant. It is important we have money 
to spend on road construction, but also 
we can get the maximum out of the 
dollars we do spend. We go a long way 
to making this a reality. 

The third major area is that of safe-
ty. We have talked about the number 
of deaths on the highways. It has to be 
addressed. That is why we named this 

SAFETEA, with many safety provi-
sions, at the same time allowing the 
States to come, recognizing they know 
more about their States than we do in 
Washington. 

And lastly, the area of freight move-
ment. 

With that, it is my desire throughout 
the day today when there are not 
speakers to be heard on the highway 
bill to go through this, section by sec-
tion, and see specifically how these 
things are handled. 

If any Members who come to the 
floor want to be heard on the highway 
bill, I will suspend. Of course, we will 
break in 20 minutes for our policy 
luncheon. 

I start with section 1101, the author-
ization of appropriations. We are talk-
ing about $255 billion in contract au-
thority over the next 6 years. This was 
difficult to come up with. At the same 
time, we have $56.5 billion contract au-
thority in transit, for a total of $311 
billion, considerably more than the 
Budget Committee originally came up 
with, considerably more than in the 
President’s budget.

And we have received, only yester-
day, the President’s budget message. I 
think, however—and I did talk to the 
President yesterday—when he realizes 
fully the great work the Finance Com-
mittee did—the fact that we now have 
the offsets necessary to do this without 
increasing the deficit—the President is 
going to be more supportive than he 
has been in the past. 

So this represents an overall increase 
of 31 percent over TEA–21. The link be-
tween a robust economy and a strong 
transportation infrastructure is unde-
niable. The movement of people and 
goods is one of the foremost indicators 
of a growing economy and job creation. 

The President recommended a fund-
ing level of $200 billion for reauthoriza-
tion. Given the critical infrastructure 
and safety needs of the program, we 
thought it imperative to authorize a 
higher level of funding for the coming 
6 years. 

I recall a study that was made—and I 
do not have the exact figures, but the 
amount of money even that we are sug-
gesting right now merely maintains 
where we are today. It was discussed by 
the minority leader that we have a 
bridge crisis, and I was wanting to in-
terrupt him to say that my State has 
the distinction of having the largest 
percentage of functionally obsolete 
bridges. We are hoping to correct that 
with this bill. 

On the other end of the spectrum, the 
House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee has introduced a bill 
funding highways and transit at $375 
billion, which is considerably over our 
$311 billion. However, achieving this as-
tronomical figure would require raising 
gas taxes by 13.5 cents per gallon dur-
ing the next 6 years, in addition to uti-
lizing a number of other costly new fi-
nancing measures. 

The vote before you today recognizes 
the realities of available revenues 

without the need for increasing gas 
taxes, and, I might add, or increasing 
the deficit. It is designed to make the 
most of every available dollar to 
produce better and safer roads by cre-
ating thousands of new jobs every year 
and stimulating the national economy. 

In that regard, the Department of 
Transportation estimates that every $1 
billion of Federal transportation funds 
translates into 47,500 jobs. By the way, 
that is not a fictitious number. We 
have had several studies that were 
done. We realize it is accurate. How-
ever, when you say new job opportuni-
ties, it is about four times that. If 
someone takes a construction job, that 
person is buying more goods and serv-
ices, and that means manufacturing is 
going to go up and there are going to 
be many other jobs. So this figure is a 
very conservative figure. 

We estimate that the SAFETEA will 
increase the size of the job market by 
700,000 but create over 2 million new 
employment opportunities. I think 
that is what we need to be talking 
about. 

Section 1102 is an obligation ceiling. 
The principle that was used to develop 
obligation limitations was to minimize 
the gap between the OBLIM or obliga-
tion limitations in contract authority 
levels. This empowers the States to 
utilize as much available contract au-
thority as possible while still providing 
them maximum flexibility. 

We were able to achieve a total obli-
gation limitation of $238 billion. This is 
what was recommended in the Reid-
Bond amendment that carried this 
Chamber with 79 votes. This is con-
sistent with that amendment to the 
budget resolution. So there was a lot of 
hard work from the Finance Com-
mittee and the leadership of Chairman 
GRASSLEY and Ranking Member BAU-
CUS, and I thank them for the great 
work they did. 

Section 1103 is the apportionment 
section. In addition to the overall in-
creases experienced by all programs, 
the bill makes important changes to 
the apportionment of a few specific 
programs. Under TEA–21, the adminis-
trative expenses of the Federal High-
way Administration were funded as a 
takedown from the various core pro-
grams. This bill recognizes the sepa-
rate importance of costs associated 
with the administration of the overall 
highway program. Therefore, the bill 
funds Federal highway administrative 
expenses as its own separate apportion-
ment protecting the authority of the 
individual core programs or the auton-
omy of the individual core programs 
and the administrative fund itself. 

Of the amount designated for pro-
gram administration, the Secretary of 
Transportation is also given the au-
thority to transfer an appropriate 
amount for the administrative ex-
penses of the Appalachian Highway De-
velopment System. 

As a result of the 2000 census, 46 new 
metropolitan planning organizations or 
MPOs have been established through-
out the country and are now eligible 
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for Federal transportation planning 
funding. 

We have devoted a lot of time and a 
lot of attention in this bill to planning 
as well as to assisting States in doing 
what they do best, also, which we will 
get to in a later section. To respond to 
this expanded need, we have increased 
the program set-aside for MPOs from 1 
percent under ISTEA to 1.5 percent, 
along with the overall increase in pro-
gram funds which will help to address 
the growing transportation planning 
needs. 

TEA–21 used a minimum guarantee. I 
have been talking about this, and that 
really constituted a percentage. And it 
is just not the way this should be done. 
We wanted it in our formulas, and we 
wanted it in an attempt to get our 
donor States up to 90.5 percent. We 
used a minimum guarantee calculation 
to guarantee that States received back 
at least 90.5 percent—that is what they 
did in TEA–21—90.5 percent of their 
percentage contribution to the high-
way trust fund. 

The Minimum Guarantee Program 
was driven by the political distribution 
known as the 1104 table. I will not go 
into that because this is somewhat re-
dundant. We have talked about this in 
the past. It was purely politically driv-
en. 

To contrast that, the new Equity 
Bonus Program does away with the 
table in TEA–21 which determined each 
State’s percentage share of the total 
highway fund, the political table to 
which I have been referring. Rather 
than have a State’s return be set by a 
politically driven table, the Equity 
Bonus Program determines each 
State’s return by first relying on the 
program distribution formulas. The eq-
uity bonus calculation identifies a jus-
tifiable nexus in equity between the 
underlying formulas and responsible 
balanced growth for donor and donee 
States alike. 

If a State fails to reach the minimum 
return in any year based on the for-
mulas, that State would receive an eq-
uity bonus award in addition to their 
formula. It should bring them up to the 
required level. I cannot think of a bet-
ter and more equitable way of doing 
this. 

While we allow the formulas to work 
under the new Equity Bonus Program, 
we also recognized that there would be 
some inequities if we allowed the for-
mulas to be the sole factor in distrib-
uting dollars to the States. In order to 
increase the minimum rate of return 
for donor States, while ensuring an eq-
uitable transition for donee States, 
rates of return are subject to an annual 
growth ceiling to smooth out the 
phase-in of the increased minimum re-
turns. 

This accomplishes two goals: It keeps 
the cost of the Equity Bonus Program 
affordable; secondly, it ensures that 
donee States are still able to grow so 
that there are no States with growth 
less than 10 percent in dollars. I repeat 
that. Of all 50 States, every State gets 
at least an increase of 10 percent. 

Now, I have heard from a lot of the 
people whose State falls into the dif-
ferent categories. One is the category 
of a fast-growing State, and, obviously, 
they would prefer that the ceilings not 
be there so they would bump into 
them. But if you do not do that, then 
you would hear equally from some of 
the older States, such as New York and 
Pennsylvania, that would have to pay 
the price if we did not have some type 
of a ceiling. 

For donor States, the effect of the 
growth ceiling is that a State with a 
rate of return above 90.5 percent in 2003 
will reach a 95 percent return sooner 
than a State that received only a 90.5 
percent return, or below, in 2003. The 
closer a State was to 95 percent in 2003, 
the sooner it will reach 95 percent.

Conversely, those States at 90.5 per-
cent in 2003, such as my State of Okla-
homa, would likely take longer to 
reach 95 percent. The time it takes a 
State to reach 95 percent depends on 
how much equity bonus funding the 
State receives and how much faster 
than the national average that State is 
increasing its contributions to the 
highway trust fund. That is taken into 
consideration as a part of this formula. 

Recognizing that States with a lower 
tax basis due to low population, such 
as the State of Wyoming and others, or 
low income face an added challenge of 
maintaining the transportation infra-
structure, the bill sets their TEA–21 
rate of return as a minimum for future 
years. 

Section 1105 is the revenue aligned 
budget authority, or RABA, as we have 
referred to it. The huge 2003 negative 
adjustment in the revenue aligned 
budget authority made it clear that 
some changes were needed in the RABA 
calculation in order to provide greater 
stability and more accurate pre-
dictions and less fluctuation in coming 
years. This is true. The States can get 
so much more for their dollars if they 
can predict into the future how they 
are going to use those dollars and what 
those dollars are going to amount to. 

As I have indicated before, I believe 
the underlying principle of RABA is an 
important fiscal policy that highway 
expenditures should be tied to highway 
trust fund revenues. 

The bill modifies the RABA calcula-
tions so that annual funding level ad-
justments are less dependent on future 
anticipated receipts and more depend-
ent upon actual receipts to the high-
way trust fund. If the RABA adjust-
ment in any fiscal year is negative, the 
amount of contract authority appor-
tioned to the State for that year will 
be reduced by an amount equal to the 
negative RABA. However, if the bal-
ance of the highway trust fund is 
greater than $6 billion, then there will 
be no negative RABA adjustments. 

Section 1201 is the infrastructure per-
formance and maintenance program, or 
IPAM. There is a lot of interest in this 
program, obviously. The IPAM pro-
gram is intended for ready-to-go 
projects that States can undertake and 

complete within a relatively short 
timeframe. As a result, States are 
given 6 months to obligate IPAM funds. 
We designed this discretionary pro-
gram to promote projects that resulted 
in immediate benefits for the highway 
system’s condition and performance 
while avoiding long-term commitments 
of funds. The program also provides 
further economic stimulus to the econ-
omy and provides a way to aid in 
spending down balances in the highway 
trust fund. 

That is very important right now. We 
are very sensitive to the somewhat job 
crisis. We have seen our economy on its 
way up again. However, there is a lag 
between economic recovery and the 
jobs. IPAM is going to give more con-
struction sooner, provide more jobs and 
more jobs sooner. Then, of course, 
when you put the new job opportuni-
ties factor to that, that is going to be 
very meaningful to job recovery in 
America. 

The States may obligate funds for 
projects eligible under Interstate Main-
tenance, National Highway System, 
Surface Transportation System, High-
way Safety Improvements Program, 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Improvement, or CMAC, and the High-
way Bridge Program. Eligible projects 
under IPAM include the preservation, 
maintenance, or improvement of exist-
ing highway infrastructure and oper-
ational improvements to address recur-
ring highway congestion. 

Section 1202 is the future of the sur-
face transportation system title. In 
order to be prepared for future reau-
thorizations of this legislation, we re-
quire the Secretary of Transportation 
to perform a long-term investigation 
into the surface transportation infra-
structure needs of the Nation. 

Specifically, the bill directs the Sec-
retary to look at: the current condition 
and performance of the interstate sys-
tem; the future of the interstate sys-
tem in 15 years or 30 years or 50 years; 
expected demographics and business 
uses that impact the surface transpor-
tation system; the effect of changing 
vehicle types, modes of transportation, 
traffic volumes, and fleet size and 
weights—we have seen such a dramatic 
change in the types of vehicles that we 
drive that we never could have antici-
pated back when we were putting to-
gether ISTEA or one of the previous 
programs—possible design changes; 
rural, urban, interregional, and na-
tional needs; improvements in emer-
gency preparedness; real-time perform-
ance data collection; and future fund-
ing needs and potential approaches to 
collect those funds. 

What we are saying is, we are trying 
to prepare for the future. It is impor-
tant what we do for the next 6 years, as 
we go through this reauthorization. I 
think we have done a good job with 
that. But things will happen 6 years 
from now that we cannot anticipate. 
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That is what the Secretary of Trans-
portation will be looking at and com-
ing back with, so we will be able to an-
ticipate some of the things we will be 
looking at 6 years from now. 

A very important section is 1203. 
That is the freight transportation gate-
ways, freight intermodal connections. 
Freight movement in America is ex-
pected to grow dramatically in volume 
and value over the coming decades. 
Throughout the reauthorization hear-
ings, the Environment and Public 
Works Committee heard concerns 
about inadequate freight facilities, in-
sufficient capacity, and insufficient 
connections. 

The GAO recently released a report, 
dated October 2003, a little over a 
month ago, regarding freight transpor-
tation, recommending strategies need-
ed to address planning and financing 
limitations. The report noted that the 
major challenges to freight mobility 
all shared a common theme—conges-
tion, including overcrowded highways, 
freight specific check points. 

Additionally, the GAO reported two 
main limitations that stakeholders en-
counter in addressing these challenges. 
The first related to the limited visi-
bility that freight projects receive in 
the planning and prioritization process. 
S. 1072 directly addresses this problem 
by creating a freight transportation co-
ordinator at the State level to facili-
tate public and private collaboration in 
developing solutions to freight trans-
portation and freight gateway prob-
lems. This is one more area where we 
will have an increased emphasis on 
States. 

The bill also ensures that intermodal 
freight transportation needs are inte-
grated into project development and 
planning processes. The second limita-
tion that the GAO found was inhibiting 
stakeholders was that Federal funding 
programs tend to dedicate funds to a 
single mode of transportation or non-
freight purpose, thus limiting freight 
project eligibility among some pro-
grams. S. 1072 deals with this problem 
as well as making intermodal projects 
eligible for STP and NHS funding. 

The Freight Gateways program found 
in this bill promotes intermodal im-
provements for freight movement 
through significant trade gateways, 
ports and hubs, and intermodal connec-
tions to the national highway system. 
States and localities are encouraged to 
adopt new financing strategies to le-
verage State, local, and private invest-
ments in freight transportation gate-
ways, thus maximizing the impact of 
each Federal dollar. 

The Freight Gateways program is 
funded from a set-aside of 2 percent of 
each State’s NHS apportionment. How-
ever, in the spirit of State flexibility 
and ensuring that funds go to the areas 
of greatest need, a State is not re-
quired to spend the 2 percent of their 
NHS apportionment if they can certify 
to the Secretary that their intermodal 
connections are adequate. I think this 
is a recognition that the States do 

know more about their needs than the 
Federal Government. That is one of the 
trends of this. 

I know we are ready to recess. I yield 
to my colleague Senator JEFFORDS for 
the remainder of the time. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I will take very lit-
tle time. I commend the chairman 
again and all the staffs, his and mine, 
for the incredible amount of work they 
have put into this effort. 

Mr. INHOFE. They are even talking 
to each other now. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Yes, right. It is fan-
tastic. We know also that we have a 
long way to go. The work you have 
done and my staff has done, all of us, 
has placed us in a great position to 
start. But now it is the opportunity for 
all the Members to check carefully to 
see how their States are doing and 
maybe make some improvements. We 
know we will have a number of amend-
ments. We have a long way to go, but 
I think we are off to a great start. I ex-
pect we will have a great finish. 

Mr. INHOFE. I would agree with 
those comments. However, I think we 
have the basic formula, and this is 
something for which I am going to be 
fighting because once you break into 
this and change the formula, that is 
going to change every State. That is 
something we have spent over a year 
now working out to get as much equity 
as possible. We look forward to the 
input from Members who are not on 
the committee. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. They should all 
have the opportunity, and I know we 
will provide it. I think we have done a 
great job, so there should not be too 
much problem. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, 12:30 has 
arrived and we are planning to break. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the hour of 12:30 
having arrived, the Senate stands in re-
cess until the hour of 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, at 12:30 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 2:19 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. VOINOVICH).

f 

SAFE TRANSPORTATION EQUITY 
ACT OF 2003—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I know this 
is a day when we are having discus-
sions about the highway bill, the trans-
portation measure, and the highway 
portion of it. I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to share with my colleagues 
some of my thoughts on the work that 
has gone on. As I indicated yesterday, 
there will be a number of very impor-
tant amendments. We hope to over-
come the technical difficulties which 
make it impossible for Members to get 
to their offices so that they can 
present the amendments. 

We have heard from a number of 
Members who are concerned because 

they are not getting enough in the bill, 
but, frankly, this bill has much in it to 
commend, and we are looking forward 
to working in a cooperative manner to 
get this bill passed. 

We have lost valuable time, obvi-
ously, as we had to get cloture yester-
day and we are working under the con-
straints of the ricin presence today. So 
we are a bit delayed. 

I reiterate, I appreciate and com-
mend the great work of Senator 
INHOFE, chairman of the Senate Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee, 
the ranking member, Senator JEF-
FORDS, and my partner on the Trans-
portation Subcommittee, my ranking 
member, Senator HARRY REID of Ne-
vada. They have done an excellent job. 

I believe the committee reported out 
a bill, S. 1072, the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, and Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act of 2003, which we know as 
SAFETEA, which accomplishes several 
very important goals. 

First, safety. Safety in this author-
ization is for the first time given a 
prominent position, being elevated to a 
core program. Our bill mirrors the ad-
ministration’s proposal continuing our 
commitment to our motoring public’s 
safety. This is accomplished by pro-
viding much needed funding to reduce 
highway injuries and fatalities, all 
without the use of mandates. 

A key component of the bill before us 
will go a long way to saving lives by 
providing funds to States to address 
safety needs at hazardous locations, 
sections, and elements. This includes 
roadside obstacles and unmarked or 
poorly marked roads that may con-
stitute a danger to motorists, 
bicyclists, pedestrians, and other high-
way users. 

We know in my own home State of 
Missouri that inadequate roads delay, 
deny, and derail economic development 
opportunities. But most important, in-
adequate highways kill people. We 
have more than three deaths a day on 
Missouri’s highways. I think a large 
number—at least a third and perhaps 
more—of those are attributed to inad-
equate infrastructure. 

When there is traffic of 10,000, 15,000 
to 20,000 cars a day on a narrow two-
lane road, there are going to be people 
passing when they should not and they 
run into other people head on. 

I have lost friends. I know too many 
families who grieve the loss of loved 
ones. I can point out roads in Missouri 
where one can drive not very far and 
see white cross after white cross put up 
as a reminder that some lost their lives 
on those roads. They lost their lives be-
cause the traffic was heavy. Very 
often, someone not from the area or 
even not from the State has come in 
and is not familiar with the road and 
they pass where they should not. They 
meet someone else head on, and that is 
a tragedy. Several weeks ago, I at-
tended the funeral of the husband of a 
former staffer of mine who has been in-
capacitated. He was killed on a two-
lane road. It was a terrible tragedy and 
an unspeakable loss. 
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We heard numerous testimony from 

the administration that nearly 42,000 
people are killed on our roads and high-
ways each year. I think the bill reflects 
a continued commitment to making 
not only investments in our infrastruc-
ture but also to the general safety and 
welfare of our constituents. 

The second feature of this bill which 
is very important is equity. While pre-
vious authorizations have talked about 
equity, our bill carefully balances the 
needs of the donor States while also 
recognizing the needs of the donee 
States. 

For those who may not be familiar 
with the terminology, donor States 
such as Missouri and Oklahoma are 
ones that get less than a dollar back 
for every dollar they put in. Donee 
States are ones that get back more 
than a dollar for every dollar they put 
in. We are seeking to get a better re-
turn on our money, realizing that in 
this bill we cannot overcome the in-
equities between the donor and donee 
States. 

There are many sections in the bill I 
am proud of supporting. One of the 
most important facts is all donor 
States will receive a 95 percent rate of 
return at least by the end of the au-
thorization. These States include Ari-
zona, California, Colorado, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Utah, Virginia, and Washington. There 
are 24 States in total. These have been 
getting less than 95 cents in the past 
and will be getting up to 95 cents. 

My home State of Missouri, like 
many of the donor States mentioned, 
has some of the worst roads in the Na-
tion. According to a survey, Missouri 
has the third worst roads. Fifty-nine 
percent of its roads are either in poor 
or mediocre condition, requiring imme-
diate repair or reconstruction. Mis-
souri also has the second worst bridges 
in the Nation. 

I guess I ought to remind people the 
one State that ranks even worse than 
Missouri is our neighboring State, 
Oklahoma, the State of the chairman 
of our committee. So obviously we 
have an interest in bringing about 
some repair and some safety improve-
ments. 

During the reauthorization of TEA–
21, the previous currently extended 
highway authorization, donor States 
did not think it was possible to achieve 
a 95 percent rate of return. Under our 
proposal, we are able to get them 
there—get all of us there. However, I 
am aware some of the donor States are 
concerned that they hit the growth 
caps and they do not achieve a 95 per-
cent return in the first year. We were 
unable to bring all donor States up as 
early as we might have wished due to 
budgetary constraints and balancing 
the needs of the donor States with the 
needs of donee States. For this reason, 
as the donor States grow, the donee 

States see a gradual decline to bring 
greater equity between the States. 

I am proud to tell all Senators from 
all States, however, that every State 
will grow at least 10 percent over the 
funding provided in the current bill 
TEA–21. This new bill, SAFETEA, also 
addresses several environmental issues 
such as the need to ease the transition 
under the new air quality standards. 
The conformity process is better 
aligned with air quality planning, as 
well as streamlining the project deliv-
ery process by providing the necessary 
tools to reduce or eliminate unneces-
sary delays during the environmental 
review stage. 

The third aspect of the bill which I 
think is very important is there is a 
sufficient level of growth. The adminis-
tration proposed, in my view, an insuf-
ficient level of growth for our Nation’s 
aging infrastructure. The reason for of-
fering the Bond-Reid amendment, 
which was adopted on the budget 
amendment in this body with 79 votes 
last year, was because the administra-
tion’s SAFETEA proposal came in at 
only $200 billion for highways. During 
the last year’s budget debate, I, along 
with Senator REID, offered an amend-
ment to fund highways at $255 billion 
over 6 years, and that was supported by 
a vote of 79 to 21. I am pleased to re-
port that the bill we have before us fol-
lows the Bond-Reid amendment pro-
viding a 31 percent increase in funding 
over TEA–21. While this is not as high 
as some might have wanted, we are 
able to achieve this goal without rais-
ing fuel taxes. 

Last, I think it is important to note 
that this is a jobs bill. The Department 
of Transportation estimates that every 
$1 billion in new Federal investment 
creates 47,500 jobs, or more. Accord-
ingly, in 2009 our comprehensive 6-year 
bill at $255 billion will sustain over 2 
million jobs. 

According to the Associated General 
Contractors, the same $1 billion invest-
ment yields $500 million in new orders 
from manufacturing and $500 million 
spread through other sectors of the 
economy. Construction pay averages, 
at $19 per hour, 23 percent higher than 
the private sector average. Failure to 
enact a 6-year bill will deprive us of the 
90,000 jobs that would be created. 

Another accomplishment of our 
package is it will ensure that transpor-
tation projects are built more quickly 
because environmental stakeholders 
will be brought to the table sooner, en-
vironmental issues will be raised ear-
lier, and the public will have better op-
portunities to shape the projects. 
Projects more sensitive to environ-
mental concerns will move through a 
more structured environmental review 
process more efficiently and with fewer 
delays. The bill also ensures transpor-
tation projects will not make air worse 
in areas with poor air quality while 
giving local transportation planners 
more tools and elbow room to meet 
their Federal air quality requirements. 

This bill will put transportation 
planning on a regular 4-year cycle, re-

quire air quality checks for projects 
large enough to be regionally signifi-
cant, and reduce the requirements for 
other projects. 

In addition to the benefits of this 
bill, I want to discuss a couple of spe-
cific items. I think these benefits are 
clear, and I think they commend the 
bill to anyone who is interested in good 
highways, safety, and jobs. 

There is an amendment that was 
adopted in the committee which I find 
troubling. It was adopted in the com-
mittee without my support. The High-
way Stormwater Discharge Mitigation 
Program requires 2 percent set-asides 
from highways. That is about $1 bil-
lion. It is a mandate that tells States 
what they have to do with their high-
way money. 

I was hoping we would not get into 
mandates such as that. It is a massive 
environmental program. As the occu-
pant of the chair knows, there are tre-
mendous needs for environmental in-
vestment, particularly in clean water, 
safe drinking water, and other water 
needs. But this is a highway bill and I 
do not think it makes sense to tell all 
the States that they are going to have 
to set aside 2 percent of the funds ap-
portioned to each State under the sur-
face transportation program for use 
only on storm water mitigation activi-
ties in a new section 176. 

I think the bill as introduced more 
than adequately addresses the issue of 
contaminated runoff from highways 
while also protecting States’ flexibility 
to manage their programs to meet 
their individual needs. The bill as in-
troduced increases State flexibilities 
and opportunities to address storm 
water pollution in two ways. 

First, it makes storm water projects 
eligible under the National Highway 
System program, whereas under cur-
rent law these projects are only eligi-
ble under the STP program.

Second, the underlying bill extends 
eligibility to storm water mitigation 
projects that are not tied to ongoing 
reconstruction, rehabilitation, resur-
facing or restoration, only to an exist-
ing Federal aid highway. Therefore, the 
States have the flexibility. The States 
with storm water problems will know 
they have those problems and they will 
have the flexibility to direct the 
money to storm water. They have 
much greater flexibility. The bill as in-
troduced allows those States that 
choose to do so to use their highway 
money for storm water. The States 
that have other means for addressing 
storm water and need the money for 
roads can use it for roads. 

I think we ought to address the prob-
lems on water issues, clean water and 
safe drinking water, but let’s stay with 
the highway bill and not try to shoe-
horn a new environmental program 
into it. 

While roads certainly contribute to 
contaminated runoff, the appropriate 
place to address storm water runoff is 
in the context of other clean water pro-
grams through the water infrastruc-
ture bill. If gas receipts increase, it 
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could exceed the amount we provide 
EPA to address all other clean water 
programs combined without ever as-
sessing if this is the best place to de-
vote funds. 

To me, this could be a serious prob-
lem for States where there is not storm 
water. We have storm water problems 
in Missouri. We just need the flexi-
bility. We don’t need a mandate. There 
are other States that do not have 
storm water problems and they should 
not have to deal with it. 

Another item that is important: 
Many of my colleagues will recall that 
in 1974, specific Federal money for 
grade crossing safety was first estab-
lished, the Rail/Highway Grade Cross-
ing Safety Program. A determination 
was made by Congress that at least 
one-half of the funds provided for the 
crossing program should be utilized for 
the installation of protective devices—
flashing lights, gates, bells, and the 
circuitry that operates these devices. 

The rationale for these provisions 
was to assure that the constrained 
funds made available by Congress 
would not just be ‘‘saved’’ to install 
costly grade separations. Instead, Con-
gress wanted to assure that the funds 
would enhance safety in the broadest 
possible way through the installation 
and upgrade of crossing warning de-
vices at many more locations would be 
possible if the funds were reserved 
mostly for crossing separations, par-
ticularly in rural areas of the country. 

The committee adopted an amend-
ment in markup that did three things. 
It increased funding for the section 130 
program from $100 million to $200 mil-
lion. It included specific funding for 
other hazards and grade separations. 
But it also eliminated the current law 
provision that requires at least one-
half of the section 130 funds be avail-
able for protective devices. 

In an effort to assure that the max-
imum level of safety be realized at the 
highest number of grade crossings 
throughout the United States, the cur-
rent law provision of section 130 that 
says at least one-half the programs be 
used for protective devices I think 
should be restored to the program. 

The section 130 program has a very 
credible safety performance record. 
When measured as a percentage of re-
duction in accident fatalities since its 
inception, the grade crossing program 
has been the most effective highway 
safety program. This record of accom-
plishment certainly justifies maintain-
ing the existing programmatic struc-
ture of the program. I hope the Senate 
will be willing to restore the current 
law requirement for one-half of the sec-
tion 130 program for grade crossing 
protective devices. 

Let me just tell you my experience in 
Missouri. There are 3,879 public high-
way/rail crossings and 3,011 private 
highway/rail crossings. Only 1,629 of 
the public highway/rail crossings in 
Missouri are equipped with active 
warning devices, flashing light signals 
and/or gates—about 42 percent. The re-

maining 58 percent are referred to as 
passive crossings and are equipped with 
crossbuck signs only. 

Missouri installed 212 active warning 
devices between 1997 and 2003 and spent 
nearly $24 million on these projects 
from section 130 funds. 

Currently, the Highway/Rail Crossing 
Safety Program in Missouri is required 
by the Federal Highway Administra-
tion to spend $1,999,000 annually for 
protective devices and the same 
amount for hazard elimination. The 
protective device money can only be 
used to install lights, gates, signs, and/
or pavement markings at highway/rail 
crossings. The highway hazard funds 
have more flexibility to them and can 
be used to build a grade separation, 
close a crossing, improve the roadway 
at or near a crossing closure in order to 
reroute traffic. 

It is important to maintain funds in 
the hazard elimination category so our 
Department of Transportation and de-
partments of transportation around 
the country can continue to work with 
local communities on crossing closure 
projects and corridor projects. 

Mr. President, I thank the Chair for 
giving me the opportunity to address 
these vitally important programs. I see 
our other members, leadership mem-
bers of the EPW committee, are here to 
address these issues. 

With that, I will yield the floor and 
thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding we do not have anyone 
to speak on the highway bill. There are 
several people who desire to speak on 
other matters. We will have no objec-
tion, although if we get back on the 
bill we would like to enjoy some type 
of priority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, actu-
ally my intention was to speak in favor 
of the highway bill and compliment our 
colleagues for the construction of this 
legislation, but I did also want to com-
ment on several other issues. I will be 
relatively brief. If others present them-
selves to the Senate who wish to speak 
at length on the highway bill, I will ac-
commodate that. 

At a time when our economy has had 
a pretty tough time, the one certain 
way to produce jobs is through a high-
way bill. This is the kind of legislation 
that invests in the infrastructure of 
our country, and we know exactly its 
consequences. It produces jobs and it 
produces them very quickly all across 
this country. The construction and the 
maintenance of roads and bridges and 
the basic investment in infrastructure 
in this country is a certain way not 
only to expand the economy but to ex-
pand our job base. 

In recent years, we have had a slow-
down in the economy. Now we see what 
is called a ‘‘recovery,’’ but the recovery 
does not include a recovery of U.S. 
jobs. That is a major deficiency and a 

serious problem. I believe the legisla-
tion brought to the Senate today that 
will be debated for some while dealing 
with a new highway bill is important 
legislation for this country. 

At a time when we have record budg-
et deficits, if we were really producing 
an accounting system that worked the 
way it should work, most Members of 
the Senate would recognize this bill is 
funded by money that is put in a trust 
fund. When people drive up to the gas 
pumps and fill their tank, they are 
paying an excise tax. There is a specific 
purpose for this excise tax, and that is 
to improve the roads, bridges, and in-
frastructure of the country. It is im-
portant to understand we raised the 
money for this, by and large, through 
an excise tax. 

I know there is debate about for-
mulas and other issues, but, in my 
judgment, Senator INHOFE and Senator 
JEFFORDS have done extraordinary 
work in bringing this bill to the Sen-
ate. I like the bill and intend to sup-
port the basic construct of what they 
have done. 

While I mention this bill is largely 
paid for with excise taxes, the tax on 
gasoline and other similar excise 
taxes—when you fill up your tank you 
are paying a tax and expect that to be 
invested in America’s roads and infra-
structure—we have in the rest of Gov-
ernment, in a budget released yester-
day by the President, serious defi-
ciencies.

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET 
Let me mention in the construct of 

discussing various spending issues, the 
budget released yesterday is a roadmap 
and a series of choices by the Presi-
dent. I heard the President say last 
week before he released this budget 
that, with respect to Federal budget 
deficits, he needed action by Congress. 
It is important to note that the budget 
deficit requested by the President in 
his own submission yesterday was the 
largest deficit in this country’s history 
of budgets submitted by Presidents. 
This fiscal year, we are now told by the 
President and by his own budget in this 
fiscal year, the budget deficit will be 
over $520 billion. That, clearly, is a 
failure of fiscal policy and a failure of 
choices. 

I have said repeatedly the President’s 
construct of fiscal policy just does not 
add up. I come from a small town and 
a small school, but mathematics works 
the say same way in a small school or 
big school as in a big town or a small 
town: Two and two equals four. In 
budgets where we talk about trillions, 
two and two still equals four. We can-
not increase defense spending substan-
tially, increase spending on homeland 
security substantially, cut taxes again 
and again and again, and tell the 
American people it will all work out; 
that we will just grow sufficiently; and 
it will all be just fine. 

It is not all just fine. In the middle of 
all of this we ran into a recession, an 
attack against this country on 9/11, the 
requirement to wage a war against ter-
rorism. But then at the same time the 
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President is saying, let’s increase 
spending and let’s cut our revenue. 

The slowest member of my high 
school class would have understood 
where that ends up. It ends up in the 
largest deficits in history. The $520-
plus billion deficit is, actually, by the 
way, a faulty number as well because 
that is taking all the Social Security 
trust funds and using them to show 
that number. The Social Security trust 
funds also belong over here. They are 
required to pay for Social Security 
benefits in the future and they are 
being saved for that purpose, and we 
ought not include them in this oper-
ating budget. For that reason, the cur-
rent budget deficit is somewhere 
around $660 billion this year. That is 
the amount of money that our children 
and their children will be obligated to 
pay in the future. 

There is an urgency and a seriousness 
that I don’t see represented in the 
budget the President sent to us yester-
day. In his budget, he proposes a very 
large Federal budget deficit. But his 
budget also says, I will request zero 
spending for operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. At the moment, we know we 
spend $5 billion a month for operations 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, a little over 
$1.25 billion a week. Five billion a 
month is $60 billion a year. And what 
does the President say it will cost in 
this budget? Zero. So this budget is not 
an honest reflection of what he is going 
to spend, either. 

Frankly, I don’t understand that. I 
don’t understand why a budget comes 
with no plan to fix the serious and ur-
gent problems and, in fact, will miss 
the mark on what we will actually 
spend by well over $200 to $300 billion. 

Last year at this time the President 
said he thought the Federal budget def-
icit for the year we are in would be $307 
billion. Well, it is not. It is well over 
$200 billion more than that 1 year later. 

My point is, this is off the track and 
out of kilter. It needs leadership from 
the President and the Congress to fix 
it. It starts with the first step, which is 
a budget document that honestly re-
flects what is going to happen to the 
best of our ability. The budget docu-
ment sent to us, regrettably, is a polit-
ical budget, not a budget document. We 
need to do better than that. 

On the issue of spending, I also want 
to discuss the February 2, Wall Street 
Journal article, page 1, ‘‘Halliburton 
Hits Snafu in Billing on Kuwait.’’ It 
says that as a contractor for the Fed-
eral Government, where the taxpayers 
pay the bill, Halliburton, was billing 
the taxpayers for 42,042 meals every 
day but they were only serving 14,000 
meals a day. What is it called? A 
‘‘snafu.’’ They are overbilling us by $16 
million and it is called a snafu. 

I am sorry, not in my hometown. 
This is either the sloppiest accounting 
in the world by a contractor that 
should not be doing the work or it is 
cheating. One or the other. It is not a 
snafu. 

The fact is, we are throwing money 
at these problems. We are contracting 

with companies without bids, and the 
result is the American people are being 
overcharged. This, too, is contributing 
to overspending and an increase in Fed-
eral budget deficits. 

Let me make one more point about 
overspending and budgets. The one 
area in which the President rec-
ommended an increase in funding—I 
was surprised, as I was looking through 
the small details, cuts in funding and 
things that affect Indian children’s 
health, for example, or Indian chil-
dren’s education—the one area where 
the President recommended some in-
creased funding was in the wild horses 
and burros program. He actually put a 
few million extra in that program. 

I was looking at that. We have 39,000 
wild horses and burros, and I like 
horses—by the way, I grew up raising 
horses—39,000 wild horses and burros. 
Do you know how much the program 
costs to maintain wild horses and bur-
ros? Forty-one million dollars re-
quested by the President. That is over 
$1,000 per horse or burro. They could 
have their own apartment in my home-
town for that. 

I don’t understand. This is all about 
choices and priorities. I just pulled one 
little issue where increased spending 
exists, wild horses and burros.
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION AND THE 

COST OF PRESCRIPTION DRUGS 
Mr. President, let me finally make a 

point about something that was an-
nounced in the last 2 days by the Food 
and Drug Administration. While this 
does not relate to the Federal budget, 
it relates to the budget of every Amer-
ican dealing with the cost of the price 
of prescription drugs. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
campaign to warn against Canadian 
drugs. It says: ‘‘Next week the FDA 
will begin a campaign saying it is dan-
gerous to import drugs from Canada.’’

I am sorry, this is the Food and Drug 
Administration which is supposed to be 
a regulatory agency. It is supposed to 
regulate, not represent, the pharma-
ceutical industry. Yet here we have the 
FDA doing all it can to try to tell the 
American people that importing pre-
scription drugs from Canada is unsafe. 
It is total nonsense. 

The Canadians have the same chain 
of custody as we do. The same pill, put 
in the same bottle, made by the same 
company, is sent to a pharmacy in 
Winnipeg and is sent to a pharmacy in 
Pembina, ND. The pills are not dif-
ferent because they are identical, both 
FDA approved; the difference is price. 
And often the American is paying dou-
ble, triple, or 10 times the price that is 
charged in Canada. 

We pay the highest prices in the 
world, and it is unfair. Those of us who 
are developing plans by which we 
would have our pharmacists or our con-
sumers access the identical prescrip-
tion drug for a much lower price from 
Canada are now confronting the FDA, 
which seems to be working full time 
for the pharmaceutical industry. 

I wish Mr. McClellan would take a 
look at his job description because 

there is not any way on Earth he can 
describe a system in which—for exam-
ple, in the one I propose, North Dakota 
pharmacists, in a pilot project, buying 
from licensed pharmacists in Canada 
FDA-approved drugs—there is not any 
way the FDA can credibly suggest 
there is a safety issue. There is no way 
they can credibly suggest that. Now, 
they may try, but if they do, they are 
not being honest with the American 
people. 
THE 9/11 COMMISSION AND AN INDEPENDENT COM-

MISSION TO EVALUATE INTELLIGENCE WITH 
REGARD TO IRAQ 
Finally—I know my colleagues are 

waiting to speak—I want to mention 
two things about commissions. The 9/11 
commission is now meeting. It has a 
May deadline. That needs to be ex-
tended. It has had to issue subpoenas to 
this administration to get information 
from the administration about events 
prior to 9/11. What on Earth could peo-
ple in the administration be thinking 
about requiring the issuance of sub-
poenas to get them to cooperate? 

Besides the issue of subpoenas, they 
still have not gotten adequate coopera-
tion from the White House for inter-
views and information they want. I be-
lieve the time for the commission 
ought to be extended. I also believe the 
administration ought to comply fully 
with all the requests for information 
immediately. I do not, for the life of 
me, understand why an independent 
commission investigating 9/11 and the 
information that led up to it should 
have any problem getting any informa-
tion from anyone in this Government. 
It makes no sense to me. 

And finally, the issue of an inde-
pendent commission to evaluate the in-
telligence with respect to Iraq. Mr. 
Kay, the former chief weapons inspec-
tor, says our intelligence community 
failed, failed the President. He should 
have said failed the Senate, failed the 
Congress, failed the American people. 
What happened? 

The President is suggesting an inde-
pendent commission that he appoints. I 
do not support that. I do not think the 
executive branch should or could inves-
tigate itself, even with a commission 
they determined independent, espe-
cially when they select the commis-
sion. 

There should be an independent com-
mission as a matter of Federal law, and 
this Congress ought to pass legislation 
that authorizes it and funds it. And we 
ought to do so soon. The safety and se-
curity of this country depends on good 
intelligence. 

We are told by Mr. Kay that the in-
telligence community has failed this 
country. We need to urgently get to 
the bottom of it. 

Mr. President, I will have more to 
say later. The Senate, I believe, is on 
an abbreviated schedule today for a 
number of reasons. I know my col-
league, Senator KENNEDY, wishes to 
speak, so I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I 

thank the Senator from North Dakota. 
EDUCATION AND HEALTH CARE 

Mr. President, I want to make a brief 
comment about the impact of the budg-
et in two important areas; that is, how 
it relates to the education of the chil-
dren in this country and, secondly, how 
it relates to the issues of health care 
and health care coverage. 

Just about every age group will be 
hurt by this budget. This budget hurts 
children, hurts our economy, and I be-
lieve, it hurts our democracy. 

The latest Bush budget does not help 
young children start school ready to 
learn. It does not fund public school re-
form and improvement. It does not ex-
tend college opportunity. It does not 
train workers for new jobs that are 
needed because of the Bush Adminis-
tration’s poor stewardship of this econ-
omy. 

For young children and parents, the 
President’s budget cuts the very sound 
Even Start literacy program. This pro-
gram helps not only children learn to 
read but it helps their parents learn to 
read. By helping previously illiterate 
or barely literate parents and children 
learn to read at the same time, you see 
a quantum increase in both groups’ 
academic achievement and accomplish-
ment. It has been one of the most suc-
cessful programs we have in terms of 
expanding literacy in this country. 
That program is eliminated by the 
Bush budget. 

Over 1 million children and parents 
will not get Even Start literacy train-
ing under the Bush budget. For chil-
dren in grade school, once again, the 
President has reneged on his pledge to 
leave no child behind. This budget 
leaves over 4.6 million children behind. 
They will not get better teachers or 
smaller classes or after-school help 
they were promised. 

In fact, every year President Bush 
has been in office, he has shortchanged 
by greater and greater amounts his 
promise to fund the No Child Left Be-
hind Act. 

In 2002, President Bush shortchanged 
No Child Left Behind by $4.2 billion; in 
2003, $5.4 billion; in 2004 by $7.6 billion; 
and this year by $9.4 billion. In total, 
President Bush has broken his No Child 
Left Behind promise by over $26 billion 
since the day it was signed into law. 

That law provided reform in the edu-
cation of our K through 12th grades. 
But what we understood when we 
passed the law was that if we were 
going to have reform in our education 
system we had to fund it. That was 
what was at the heart of the No Child 
Left Behind Act, the concept of re-
sources for school reform and improve-
ment, and why it had very broad bipar-
tisan support. 

If we had reform, in terms of better 
trained teachers and after-school pro-
grams that provided supplementary 
services, curriculum reforms, and the 
range of different types of parental in-
volvement, and the kind of help and as-
sistance for those needy schools that 

needed help and assistance, it was 
going to require resources to bring the 
9 million children, who are the children 
who are basically the target of No 
Child Left Behind, up to proficiency 
over a 12-year period, and all of them 
had to be included. 

That was the agreement. That is why 
we spent a good deal of time in those 
negotiations working out what was 
going to be actually the authorization, 
because we knew those funds were 
going to be necessary to be able to 
achieve those kinds of reforms. We find 
out now it has been $26 billion short 
since the time that law was signed. 

This budget eliminates 38 different 
education programs. It eliminates the 
gifted and talented education. It elimi-
nates the dropout prevention pro-
grams. We have schools in this country 
where they have 30 or 40 or even 50 per-
cent of their children who drop out be-
tween the 8th grade and the 12th grade. 
It is even higher in a number of dif-
ferent schools that I know about. We 
have about 540,000 children who drop 
out every single year. 

The attempt in terms of No Child 
Left Behind Act was to try to reach out 
and find these children and move them 
back into the education system. When 
you eliminate any of the dropout pre-
vention programs, you are basically 
giving up on hundreds of thousands of 
children. We know what happens to 
these children if they are not chal-
lenged or helped or assisted or given a 
helping hand to get back into the edu-
cation system.

One of the most successful new ideas 
in education has been in the areas 
where you have very large schools, to 
try and break those schools down to 
create smaller schools within the larg-
er schools. It has been extraordinarily 
successful. 

I visited those schools myself in a 
number of cities in this country. I can 
remember visiting them in Chicago, as 
well as in my own city of Boston. We 
have seen the difference that has made 
in terms of moving into what we call 
the ‘‘smaller schools,’’ which get small-
er class sizes, more intensive kinds of 
relationships between the teachers and 
these children. We have seen it has 
demonstrated to have a marked im-
provement in terms of academic 
achievement and accomplishment. De-
spite all the research on the value of 
small schools, President Bush wants to 
eliminate support for smaller learning 
communities. It just doesn’t make 
sense. 

Another program which has had a 
very significant success has been the 
Star Schools Program. What we recog-
nized in many States, even including 
my own, when the State budget is 
cramped, it is difficult enough to get a 
well-trained teacher in physics or in 
the more advanced science areas. None-
theless, you will have some very gifted 
and talented children in that school 
who have an aptitude for math or for 
science, and the Star Schools Program 
basically said, with the establishment 

in the school of what it costs—approxi-
mately $1,500 for a receptor—you have 
a very highly trained educator who 
teaches those children by distance 
learning.

They can teach 2,000 or 3,000 children 
and provide help to maybe a handful of 
children in a particular school district 
who have a great aptitude in math and 
science but do not have the kind of 
academic teacher who can help them. 
The Star Schools Program has been in-
valuable in many different parts of the 
country. The technology reviews have 
shown that these children can learn al-
most as well with this kind of instruc-
tion as they can with a teacher in front 
of them. That program has effectively 
been eliminated. 

For the college students, I refer to 
the Department of Education Fiscal 
Year 2005 Budget Summary. Since this 
President took office, public college 
tuition is up 26 percent, according to 
the College Board. Yet the Bush budget 
provides zero increase for Pell Grant 
student aid. On page 52 of the Adminis-
tration’s Education Budget Summary, 
it says, Pell grants: 2003, $4,050; 2004, 
$4,050; 2005, $4,050. That zero increase in 
the face of rising tuition. No help. The 
average income of a Pell recipient is 
$15,000. These are gifted, talented, 
hard-working young people who can 
get into any school, any college in the 
country, who have to struggle by na-
ture and by circumstances. That Pell 
grant has been a lifeline to them in 
terms of their ability to go on to 
school and to college. And what is the 
answer of the administration to these 
young people: Go out and borrow more. 
See what you can do with your repay-
ments to the banks. 

That is bad education policy, and it 
makes very little sense. 

For those out of work or in jobs but 
seeking to upgrade their skills, this 
budget adds $250 million for commu-
nity college, but at the same time the 
Bush administration has cut $900 mil-
lion in job training programs over the 
past three years. For similar programs, 
they are going to get $250 million, but 
with the other hand we’re going to try 
to take $900 million. It just doesn’t 
make sense. 

So whether it is the very young chil-
dren, whether it is the children who are 
going K–12, whether it is the children 
who are going to college, or whether it 
is the men and women trying to get 
new job training, these programs, 
which I believe are a national priority, 
have been reduced. 

If any one of my colleagues at any 
time went to any hall anyplace in 
America and asked the American peo-
ple how much out of a dollar of Federal 
money is being spent for education and 
what would they like it to be—I have 
done that several times—they will find 
out, after national security, which is 
No. 1, they talk about Medicare and 
Social Security—that is right up 
there—and right after that comes edu-
cation. They hope it is 20 percent, 15 
percent, 18 percent. Then when they 
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find out that it is about 2 percent, less 
than 2 percent and declining, they are 
absolutely appalled. Not that money 
answers everything, but the money is a 
reflection of a national priority. 

This business about making choices, 
$2.4 trillion in this budget and short-
changing the investment in education 
of our children, that is what this is. I 
would be glad to debate it in very con-
siderable detail with any of my col-
leagues and will at any time. 

I want to add a word with regard to 
the health care situation, the general 
concerns that I find in traveling 
around my own State. People are con-
cerned primarily by two issues. One is 
the cost of health care and the other is 
whether they can find affordable cov-
erage in health care insurance. 

There is virtually nothing in this 
budget in terms of controlling cost. We 
gave up a great opportunity when we 
passed the alleged Medicare reform bill 
to permit the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to actually negotiate 
with the drug companies like the Vet-
erans’ Administration can to bring 
lower costs to our seniors. But that 
proposal was rejected by the adminis-
tration and by the Republican major-
ity. As a result, we have seen the con-
tinued escalation of cost, and costs will 
continue to rise. There is virtually 
nothing in this legislation to do any-
thing about getting a handle on health 
care costs. 

And with regard to health insurance 
coverage, we see we have cut Medicaid. 
A million people who qualify for Med-
icaid are going to be off Medicaid. Half 
of those are going to be children, the 
poorest of the poor. A half a million 
are going to be without the Medicaid 
coverage that provides very good cov-
erage for the children. National prior-
ities? There are close to a trillion dol-
lars in tax breaks in this budget, but 
denying Medicaid coverage to 500,000 
children, the neediest of the children, 
that is a matter of choice. 

We will have a chance to debate it. 
We are now just talking about what is 
in the President’s proposal. 

The insurance industry and the trade 
associations did very well in the budg-
et. Health savings accounts will ben-
efit, which are products of the insur-
ance companies. Health savings ac-
counts get about $24 billion over a 10-
year period with the initiative in this 
budget. Association health plans will 
do very well for the trade associations, 
even though those plans will mean an 
increase in the cost of premiums for 
health insurance for others. Then we 
have the proposal for tax credits for 
health insurance. That is really some 
proposal. The budget includes a pro-
posal to give a $1,000 tax credit for 
health insurance to an individual—but 
the coverage actually costs $4,000. The 
budget also proposes giving families a 
$3,000 credit, but a family policy costs 
nearly $10,000. That is like throwing 
someone who is in the river needing 
help a 4-foot line, when they need a 10-
foot line to save them. Just try to find 

a family health insurance policy that 
is worthy of its name for $3,000 in this 
country. We know that is completely 
unrealistic. 

Finally, when we talk about fighting 
disease, take AIDS or TB, there is a 
cut of some $356 million for CDC. Two 
major bioterrorism programs have 
been cut $144 million. These programs 
provide the assistance to contain a bio-
terrorist attack locally. You need the 
initial help to the primary responders, 
who are police and firefighters and 
nurses. Then you need to contain a dis-
ease outbreak. For that, we need to 
help our hospitals and our other health 
clinics in order to contain disease out-
breaks so they do not spread. That is 
particularly important, as anybody 
who has listened to the experts on bio-
terrorism will tell you. Those programs 
have been seriously cut. 

Then the most amazing reduction is 
the CDC cut, $364 million, when we are 
confronting the danger of SARS, Ebola, 
other dangers that come from coun-
tries all over the world.

Under Dr. Gerberding, who has been 
an outstanding public servant at the 
Centers for Disease Control, CDC has 
been extraordinary in protecting the 
American people and people all over 
the world. The budget provides a reduc-
tion in support for the CDC. We are 
having a hearing in our committee on 
mad cow disease, in the HELP Com-
mittee this week. You name it, there is 
another disease that comes from over-
seas every day, and our front line of de-
fense is the CDC. They have some of 
the most talented experts in the world 
in that agency, and the budget under-
mines it in a significant way. It makes 
no sense. 

We will have a chance to debate these 
issues later as we consider the full 
budget. For the average American, who 
is concerned about their job—and they 
are concerned about their jobs because 
they find out, with all of the uncer-
tainty about our economy, that they 
lose their job and they know if they are 
able to find another job, they will be 
paid about 22 percent less, average, na-
tionwide than the job they are hold-
ing—if they are able to find one. They 
are uncertain about their jobs, and 
they are uncertain about what is hap-
pening in schools with their children. 
This budget does little about that un-
certainty. They are uncertain whether 
they will be able to save enough to 
send their children to college. That is 
because of the proposals of the admin-
istration to eliminate overtime. 

We have to understand the amount 
that is earned on overtime has been 
used day in and day out to pay tuition 
for working families for their children 
who go to college, or to pay a mort-
gage. So people are worried about the 
economy. They are worried, if they are 
unemployed, that their unemployment 
insurance has been lost. They are wor-
ried about that. If they are among the 
1 in 7 Americans who are making the 
minimum wage, they realize they 
haven’t gotten any increase in the last 

7 years. Where is anything about that, 
or anything about education, or any-
thing about health care for the chil-
dren? It has been missing in that budg-
et. But the trillion dollar tax break for 
the wealthy is included. It is the wrong 
priority. 

The American people are going to re-
flect on these misguided priorities as 
they watch our votes when we debate 
the budget in the Senate. If they don’t 
do it then, they will do it in November. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRAPO). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I spoke 
earlier to the Senator from Oklahoma 
and he indicated one of his colleagues, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, may 
be coming to the floor, and perhaps 
also the Senator from Arizona. I want-
ed to defer to them because we want to 
go back and forth. 

Mr. INHOFE. He is in the cloakroom. 
May I inquire about how much time 
the Senator from Illinois would like to 
have? 

Mr. DURBIN. About 20 minutes. 
Mr. INHOFE. We will go back into a 

quorum call, then, until the Senator 
from Pennsylvania arrives. 

Mr. DURBIN. That is fine. Mr. Presi-
dent, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have 
sought recognition to comment on the 
pending highway bill, and also to offer 
legislation on the Abandoned Mine 
Reclamation Program Extension Re-
form Act of 2004. 

The highway bill is pending, and to-
morrow Secretary of the Interior Nor-
ton will be in Harrisburg to announce 
the President’s program. The adminis-
tration has made available this statute 
for introduction which should be done 
on a timely basis this afternoon since 
there will not be morning business to-
morrow because of the Joint Meeting 
of Congress. 

First, my comments are directed to-
ward the highway bill. Yesterday, I 
voted against cloture—that is, voted 
against cutting off debate—because of 
my view that there ought to be more 
consideration to the bill before we pro-
ceed to take up the bill itself. 

I am concerned about the total cost 
of the bill in light of the position of 
President Bush’s administration where 
there have been concerns raised about 
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the total cost because we are facing 
such a large deficit this year. I do be-
lieve that infrastructure—highway 
construction, mass transit, and bridge 
repairs—is indispensable for economic 
growth and economic development, but 
in the very complex Federal budget all 
of these matters have to be prioritized. 

We are looking at a budget next year 
of $2.4 trillion, where there is a pro-
jected increase of close to 10 percent—
9.7 percent—for homeland defense, 7 
percent for the Department of Defense, 
and less than 1 percent for discre-
tionary spending. 

I am concerned about where we are 
heading on all of those lines, with very 
heavy emphasis of concern about a def-
icit which is projected in excess of $500 
billion. 

We faced these problems in the past. 
I am in my 24th year in the Senate, and 
it is not unusual for us to be facing 
very difficult problems. Two years ago, 
we did not even have a budget resolu-
tion, a matter of some considerable 
concern on the political scales where 
the Democrats were in control and we 
did not have a budget. Last year, we 
had major problems in the appropria-
tions process. As it is well known, we 
did not pass the omnibus bill until last 
month. So we are not unaccustomed to 
having major problems as we look for-
ward to the budget. 

I am comforted by the famous words 
of Winston Churchill that somehow we 
always muddle through and that de-
mocracy—paraphrasing Churchill 
again—is a terrible system except com-
pared to all others. I believe we will be 
able to work through the budget prob-
lems we have. 

Notwithstanding the economic prob-
lems, we now see an upturn, and I 
think we are heading for better days on 
the economy. I think that will have a 
very profound effect on the deficit in 
the long run. It is difficult to realize, 
or surprising, perhaps I should say, 
that less than 3 years ago we were pro-
jecting a $5.6 trillion surplus in 10 
years and we were talking about pay-
ing off the national debt. Then an eco-
nomic downturn, facing two wars—one 
against al-Qaida and one in Iraq—we 
have had very substantial problems. 
But we have a very productive country, 
we have a great work ethic, and I think 
we will have an economic rebound. I 
think that will have a very profound 
effect on easing the difficulties of the 
deficit. 

Notwithstanding those factors, we 
are looking at a tough deficit, and I 
think more consideration needs to be 
given on this bill as to how we are 
going to face the overall problems and 
establish priorities. 

With respect to the allocations in 
this bill, I believe that my State, the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, is not 
being dealt with appropriately, not 
being dealt with fairly. My colleague, 
Senator SANTORUM, and I wrote to the 
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works on January 28 listing the con-

cerns we have. I realize there has not 
been sufficient time for the chairman 
to respond to this letter, but that is 
part of the concern. 

Senator SANTORUM and I wrote this 
letter as soon as we could after we 
knew what was in the highway bill and 
knew how Pennsylvania was going to 
be treated. Again, I am not unaware 
that it is a very difficult matter to 
make allocations among 50 States and 
it is not possible to satisfy everyone. I 
have heard quite a number of my col-
leagues express concerns that their 
States were not being appropriately 
treated. But I believe that when the 
facts are analyzed, Pennsylvania ought 
to have more of a share of this highway 
bill, or even more of a share of a re-
duced highway bill, if the bill were to 
be pared down to come within the con-
fines of what the President has in mind 
for the highway bill. 

The allocation that Pennsylvania has 
is the fourth lowest increase, an in-
crease of 19.54 percent over the 6 years. 
With that limited increase, Pennsyl-
vania will not even be able to keep up 
with inflation. 

Pennsylvania has a very extensive 
highway system. It is the fourth larg-
est highway system among the 50 
States. It has some 40,500 miles of 
State highway, totaling more highway 
miles than New York and New England 
combined. It has some 25,000 bridges, 
and the highway system in Pennsyl-
vania—a frost belt State, an older 
State by contrast with the expansion 
of the South and the West—has found 
the highways very heavily used and 
subject to very difficult weather condi-
tions. 

Eighty-eight percent of the nearly 
$300 billion worth of goods delivered 
from inside Pennsylvania each year ar-
rive on the State’s highways. Penn-
sylvania’s highways are the prime 
routes for delivering goods imported 
from ports across the mid-Atlantic re-
gion. 

We have many interstate highways. 
When calculating the appropriate share 
of highway funding, due consideration 
ought to be given to the usage of the 
highways. If you take some States and 
areas—Florida, for example, or Maine, 
or the State of Washington, or south-
ern California—those areas are not as 
heavily transited. But Pennsylvania 
has major interstates both east-west 
and north-south: Routes 80 and 90, 
Route 480, Routes 95, 81, 79, 83, in addi-
tion to a vast complex of highways 
across the State.

It is my view that Pennsylvania 
ought to have a higher allocation and 
ought not to be limited to an alloca-
tion which will be less than the infla-
tion rate over 6 years. 

There has been some justification of-
fered on the basis of the contention 
that Pennsylvania had a very large 
share in the past when Congressman 
Bud Shuster was the Chairman of the 
House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee. It is certainly true 
that the ways of the House and the 

ways of the Senate accord some special 
consideration for people who are chair-
men, who can establish the mark, but I 
do not think that Chairman Shuster’s 
departure from the House of Represent-
atives ought to be used as the basis for 
saying Pennsylvania ought to be re-
duced in its share. 

When one takes a look at the alloca-
tion for Pennsylvania, the rate of in-
crease is the fourth lowest among the 
50 States. Nobody can deny that Penn-
sylvania ranks very high among the 
States which service the country. Traf-
fic coming from the west coast goes 
through Pennsylvania; some of it on 
the Pennsylvania Turnpike but a great 
deal of it on Interstate 80, some on 
Interstate 90. There is tremendous traf-
fic north to south on Interstate 81, and 
I–95 is a major highway transiting the 
east coast. 

It is my hope that before this bill is 
finished we can have an adjustment. I 
know other Senators are equally con-
cerned as am I. The vote I cast against 
cloture to cut off debate yesterday was 
in the nature of a protest vote. I had no 
illusions in casting the vote. I did so 
late in the proceeding when the req-
uisite 60 votes had already been 
achieved for cloture, so there was no 
doubt that my vote was not going to be 
determinative or influential. The clo-
ture was going to be imposed. 

I have heard many complaints from 
my constituents who are very dissatis-
fied with the allocation both as to 
highways, which affects bridges as 
well, and transit. I cast that protest 
vote. I still think we ought to be con-
sidering both of those factors. One fac-
tor is what is the appropriate priority 
taking into account the views of Presi-
dent Bush on the increase in expendi-
tures on this bill over what had been 
allocated or what has been considered 
appropriate by the President and fac-
toring in the priorities we have on the 
budget which we are now considering. I 
hope yet to be able to support this bill, 
but I am not going to support a bill 
which does not treat my State fairly. 

My vote and the votes of others who 
have similar views may not be disposi-
tive because there is great public inter-
est in this bill as a jobs bill, very im-
portant on the infrastructure to facili-
tate transit both on the rail lines and 
on the highways. But fair is fair and I 
think there have to be some significant 
modifications to the total amount of 
this bill, the priorities established, and 
how Pennsylvania is treated.

Mr. President, I believe I have al-
ready asked unanimous consent that 
the text of the letter from Senator 
SANTORUM, Senator INHOFE, and my-
self, dated January 28, be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of the com-
ments I made on the highway bill.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows:
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U.S. SENATE, 

Washington, DC, January 28, 2004. 
Hon. JAMES M. INHOFE, 
Chairman, Committee on Environment and Pub-

lic Works, U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
CHAIRMAN INHOFE: We are writing to ex-

press our deep concerns with the recently re-
leased highway funding formula to be used in 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Effi-
cient Transportation Equity Act of 2003 
(SAFETEA) proposal. Were this proposal to 
be enacted, it would have a significant nega-
tive impact on Pennsylvania. 

Pennsylvania is a key gateway connecting 
New England and the Northeast to the Mid-
west and Mid-Atlantic. As such, our roads 
are by no means limited to Pennsylvanians 
but are often used by cars and trucks from 
around the country. Pennsylvania has the 
fourth largest highway system among the 50 
states, with 25,000 bridges and 40,500 miles of 
state highway, totaling more highway miles 
than New York and New England combined. 
Furthermore, Pennsylvania’s highways are 
the prime routes for delivering goods im-
ported from ports across the Mid-Atlantic re-
gion. Truly, Pennsylvania is the ‘‘Keystone 
State’’ when it comes to moving goods from 
East-to-West and North-to-South in our re-
gion. 

In addition to heavy use, the extreme 
weather conditions of the Mid-Atlantic re-
gion have taken their toll on Pennsylvania’s 
highway system. 46 percent of the Common-
wealth’s roads are in poor condition, while 42 
percent of the Commonwealth’s bridges are 
structurally deficient. Such conditions have 
a tremendous economic impact: driving on 
Pennsylvania’s roads in need of repair costs 
motorists $2.4 billion each year in extra vehi-
cle operating costs; traffic accidents and fa-
talities cost Pennsylvania drivers an addi-
tional $2.7 billion annually; and congestion 
leads to costs totaling $2.3 billion per year. 

Under your committee’s proposal, Penn-
sylvania’s funding increases at the fourth 
lowest rate among all the states. It is un-
likely the proposed 19.54 percent increase 
over six years will keep pace with inflation, 
amounting to a cut in Pennsylvania’s high-
way funding. Such meager levels do not ac-
count for Pennsylvania’s disproportionate 
needs. 

In light of the infrastructure maintenance 
needs, population, and geographic location of 
our commonwealth, we find it completely 
unacceptable for Pennsylvania to be a donor 
state in the final year (FY2009) of the 
SAFETEA program and are convinced that 
the funding levels in other years are insuffi-
cient in light of Pennsylvania’s place in our 
national highway network. While we will 
continue to work on highway and transit 
issues and will likely be supportive of many 
provisions in the SAFETEA bill, we could 
not support a final SAFETEA bill that so un-
fairly shortchanges Pennsylvania. 

We strongly believe that highway funding 
must be based in large part on the impact 
each state’s transportation system has on its 
region and the nation and that a national 
highway program should direct federal fund-
ing to national needs. We welcome the oppor-
tunity to work with you to address this mat-
ter so that Congress can enact positive fed-
eral transportation policy this year. 

Sincerely, 
ARLEN SPECTER. 
RICK SANTORUM.

(The remarks of Mr. SPECTER per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2049 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. SPECTER. In conclusion, I com-
pliment the chairman of the com-
mittee, Senator INHOFE. I know how 

hard he has worked on this bill. I know 
how many people have come to him 
with concerns. That is one of the vicis-
situdes of being a chairman. I get the 
same treatment when I post my bill on 
the subcommittee for Labor, Health, 
Human Services, and Education and I 
post my bills on Veterans’ Affairs. 

I compliment Senator INHOFE and the 
ranking member, Senator JEFFORDS, 
for what they have done here. It is a 
major matter, bringing a highway bill 
to the floor. It is my hope that, work-
ing together as Senator INHOFE, Sen-
ator JEFFORDS, Senator SANTORUM, and 
I have always done, we will be able to 
at least reconcile some of these con-
cerns. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I lis-

tened with great interest. I think he 
has some excellent points, I say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. He exten-
sively quoted Churchill. I would like to 
add another quote to that:

Truth is incontrovertible. Ignorance can 
deride it, panic may resent it, malice may 
destroy it, but there it is.

I say that because there are some 
things—It is only natural when the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is not serv-
ing on the committee that he would 
not be quite as familiar with the devel-
opment of the formula as perhaps 
someone who is on the committee. So I 
would like to respond to a couple of 
points because I really believe we have 
a very fair formula. 

First of all, the formula Congressman 
Shuster put together is the basis for 
this bill. I happened to serve in the 
other body in the committee under 
Congressman Shuster back during the 
development of TEA–21. During that 
time, of course, he was pretty noto-
rious getting a lot for his State. I un-
derstand that. I should be more that 
way myself. 

But I would only like to suggest—if 
staff would be good enough to hold this 
chart up—this is Pennsylvania. Over 
here, take 1384 in the red, that is the 
average amount for each year. If you 
took all 6 years in the TEA–21 and 
averaged them out, that would be the 
amount. That would be $1.3 billion. 
Then, if you watch each year as it goes 
up, you end up with a substantially 
higher amount. 

Let’s compare that, if we may, with 
California. I saw an op-ed piece by the 
senior Senator from California in 
which she was very complimentary of 
the way this worked. If you look, you 
see they end up in almost the same 
place as Pennsylvania does percentage 
wise. But it all comes in the last year. 
That is because they are a donor State. 
In order for the large donor States to 
be able ultimately to reach 95 percent, 
it has to be done in the last year. I 
think we all understand that. 

But when you compare the two 
charts, I would say if she is satisfied, 
then the Senator from Pennsylvania 
should be elated. 

I would like to share one other thing, 
too. I chair the committee. If you take 
the total amount of road miles that we 
have in Oklahoma compared to Penn-
sylvania, it is almost the same, when 
you take out the toll roads. Of course, 
we are not dealing with toll roads here. 

With the same number of road miles, 
each year Pennsylvania gets 3.5 times 
as much as Oklahoma gets. If anyone 
should be complaining, using that as a 
criterion, I should be the one. 

I think it is very important you 
share with your constituents some of 
the things that are in this bill and how 
well I believe Pennsylvania is treated. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania 
talked about bridges. According to the 
surveys that have been taken by the 
Department of Transportation, Okla-
homa’s bridges are No. 50 in the Na-
tion—way behind Pennsylvania. These 
are things that need to be corrected. 
Many of these things will be corrected 
in this bill. 

So I would only say formulas are 
very difficult. There is no magic for-
mula that is going to make everyone 
happy. I remember the formulas in 
TEA–21 and ISTEA, and there were 
complaints from many States on those. 
No formula is going to satisfy every-
one, but I honestly believe, when I look 
at Pennsylvania and compare it to 
California or Oklahoma or some of the 
other States, that they are very well 
cared for. 

With that, I yield to any questions 
the Senator might have. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, just a 
comment or two. I did compliment the 
Senator from Oklahoma, the distin-
guished chairman, for being so well 
prepared. Perhaps he should have 
charts on all the States. I don’t know. 
Perhaps he would have charts on the 
States where you anticipate difficulty 
or others on a comparative basis. But 
this Senator is not likely to be satis-
fied, as a general matter, with what 
satisfies the Senator from California. I 
think if we check the voting records of 
Senator INHOFE and Senator SPECTER 
and the junior Senator from California, 
Mrs. BOXER, we will find Senator 
INHOFE and Senator SPECTER on one 
side and Senator BOXER is on the other 
side a lot more times than not. 

So, I will take a look at the charts 
and I will take a look at the statistics. 
I do agree with the chairman that it is 
a complex matter. 

The first opportunity I have to re-
view it is once I see the bill and I will 
make the analysis with California, and 
with Oklahoma. I have some substan-
tial familiarity with Oklahoma be-
cause I have traveled the highways of 
Oklahoma a great deal. As the Senator 
from Oklahoma knows, I am a native of 
Kansas and went to the University of 
Oklahoma and drove that highway 
from Wichita to Norman on many occa-
sions. To my recollection, it was a 
pretty good highway, but that has been 
a while ago. 

But I again complement the Senator 
from Oklahoma, the chairman, on his 
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diligence, having the charts. We will 
take a very close look at it. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma and I have worked 
together on many matters in the years 
we have worked in the Senate together. 
We approach this in the interests of 
our States, as we should, but also un-
derstanding the needs of other States. 

We will try to come to at least some 
sort of accommodation as we work 
through the bill. I thank the chairman. 

Mr. INHOFE. I appreciate the com-
ments of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania. I in no way want him to mis-
interpret the comments I made as 
being critical of his analysis. Formulas 
are very difficult. TEA–21 is something 
we know was totally politically driven. 
That was a percentage of the total 
amount of money, so when they got up 
to 60 votes they could just shut the 
door and say: Fine, we have our bill. 
We tried not to do that, take consider-
ation of donor/donee status, fast-grow-
ing States. 

By the way, you heard the senior 
Senator from Texas yesterday talking 
about her dissatisfaction with what 
Texas was doing. When it gets down to 
it, under this formula or any other for-
mula, if you do something for a fast 
growing State that keeps bumping up 
against the ceiling, you are going to be 
having a problem. If you try to correct 
that, it is going to go into the donee 
States, of which of course Pennsyl-
vania is one. 

It is a difficult choice. We spent a 
whole year working on this and I hope 
you have a chance to really look at it 
closely. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, if I 
might ask the chairman, you say Penn-
sylvania is a donee State? We are a 
donor State here in the final year of 
your bill. 

Mr. INHOFE. OK, in the first year, 
right now, you are a donee State. 

Mr. SPECTER. We have been a donee 
State. If I hadn’t been a donee State—
for those who do not follow the terms, 
a donor is one who gives more than the 
State receives. Senator KYL is bowing. 
Arizona is in that status. A donee 
State is one which receives more than 
it contributes. 

Had we really been a donee State 
throughout the six years of the bill—
and I understand it was a slip of the 
tongue, or at least for 1 year, not the 
whole projection. But had I been able 
to hold the chairman to donee status, I 
would have withdrawn all my remarks 
and stricken them from the RECORD. 

Mr. INHOFE. I was referring to 2003, 
where it is a very substantial donee 
State, recognizing it goes up and down. 

By the way, Oklahoma has never 
been a donee State. Oklahoma was 
bumped against the ceilings: 73 per-
cent, 80 percent, and then 90.5 percent, 
and of course we are looking forward to 
getting up to 95 percent, as I am sure 
the Senator from Arizona is going to 
share that enthusiasm. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, Okla-
homa makes up for donee status with 
its football team. 

Mr. INHOFE. On occasions, yes. 
Mr. SPECTER. When you comment 

about Pennsylvania being a donee 
State, that is for the existing bill, not 
the entirety of the one we are voting 
on now. We are a donor State in the 
last year, which is the reason for my 
exchange. I think the exchange has 
been useful. I see Senators waiting. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. KYL. Mr. President, Penn State 

and the University of Oklahoma have 
had their share of victories and now it 
is time for somebody else to have their 
fair share. 

I appreciate the hard work of the 
chairman, the Senator from Oklahoma. 
I make it very clear I join those who 
recognize the need for improvement of 
our highways. There is not a road in 
my State that could not stand some 
improvement. As a very fast growing 
State, Arizona needs to add to our 
highway miles. 

I appreciate the fact that there is a 
need to create jobs, and highway con-
struction certainly can help to create 
jobs in this country. However, it has 
always been the case that we 
prioritized because Members would lit-
erally ask for everything they could 
possibly get in the way of funding for 
their States. We have had to set limits. 
There is, after all, a limit on the 
amount of Federal revenue available 
for all good projects. Certainly, high-
ways are no more important than edu-
cation or health care or national de-
fense or many of the other categories 
which also compete for the Federal dol-
lar. 

So while we acknowledge there is a 
need for a highway bill and that can 
have some jobs benefits, that should 
not be the driving force in terms of the 
competition with dollars for other 
worthwhile projects. We have to set a 
limit, particularly in this case where 
we have over a half trillion dollar def-
icit, according to the OMB; we have to 
be clear we do not spend more than we 
are taking in. 

The reason this is a bad bill, and why 
I oppose it, first, it spends far too much 
money. Second, it spends more money 
than we collect in revenues from the 
gas tax. Third, it is very unfair to 
States such as mine, which are donor 
States. Arizona has always contributed 
far more than it has gotten back, and 
under this bill that gets even worse for 
the next 5 years. 

Let me discuss each of those items 
very briefly. We start from the premise 
that we do need highways. We also 
have a huge budget deficit. Therefore, 
we have to clearly be sensitive about 
the kind of bill we pass. In this regard, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Sec-
retary Snow, and the Secretary of 
Transportation, Secretary Mineta, yes-
terday notified the Senate that they 
would recommend a veto of this bill if 
it raises the gas tax or other Federal 
taxes or draws money from the general 
fund. They wrote that the bill ‘‘should 
not use any mechanism that conceals 
the true costs to Federal taxpayers. 

Highway spending should be financed 
from the highway trust fund, not the 
general fund of the Treasury.’’ 

The bill before the Senate violates 
this principle in a significant amount, 
by billions of dollars. Therefore, if my 
Senate colleagues insist on going down 
the road of passing a bill that violates 
the principles that the President has 
laid out, we risk having the President 
veto this bill. At a time when we have 
this large Federal budget deficit, it 
seems to me we ought to be joining 
with the President in trying to 
prioritize our spending and con-
straining it to at least the amount of 
revenue we take in, a balanced budget 
approach. That is the way we have 
done it in the past, and that is the way 
we should do it now. 

Just the highway portion—and I 
make it clear there is a mass transit 
portion of this bill that has not gotten 
out of the committee of jurisdiction, 
the Banking Committee, and in terms 
of funding it is in the neighborhood of 
$50 billion; it could be more or less and 
I do not mean to be tied to a specific 
figure, $49 billion or 50 billion; I will 
leave that part out of the discussion 
because that part is not complete until 
we know the actual numbers—but the 
highway portion, the amount the Fed-
eral Government has to spend over the 
next 6 years, is $231 billion. This is 
what the Bond-Reid amendment from 
last year in the budget resolution 
called for the Senate to fund. The 
House is looking at a number far high-
er than this. I even heard today that 
some people in the administration are 
looking at a number above this. 

In any event, the number that the Fi-
nance Committee yesterday raised rev-
enue for was $231 billion. I sit on the 
Finance Committee and our job is to 
try to figure out what kind of revenues 
we are getting, and therefore, whether 
we could pay for $231 billion of highway 
funding. What we learned was that the 
gas tax, the use tax, that funds high-
way construction, is only going to 
bring in $196 billion during that same 
period of time. So the bill that the Sen-
ate said we should try to fund exceeds 
the amount of revenues by $35 billion. 

Now, there are four choices. We can 
reduce the amount we had hoped to be 
able to spend last year when we did not 
have this big Federal budget deficit 
number staring us in the face, and now 
that we know the size of the deficit, ac-
knowledge that we were just a little bit 
too optimistic last year; we were a lit-
tle bit too forward leaning, shall we 
say, and trim back to suit the revenues 
that we are actually going to be col-
lecting. That is the first thing we could 
do. That is what we should do and what 
any family would have to do. 

Because we are the Federal Govern-
ment, we could raise taxes to make up 
that difference. I don’t think that will 
happen. The President says he would 
veto the bill if that happened. 

We could just go into greater deficit. 
But on both sides of the aisle I think 
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that would be met with great opposi-
tion. We do not want to increase the 
size of our Federal budget deficit. 

That leaves the other alternative, 
and that is to take money from other 
areas in the budget and apply it to 
highways, to take general revenue 
funds, funds that might be spent on de-
fense or homeland security or edu-
cation or medical care, for example, to 
take that money away from those pro-
grams and spend it on highways in-
stead. That is what is being proposed. 

But it gets worse because the effort 
that is undertaken here is to confuse 
the American taxpayer into thinking 
that it is highway-related revenues. It 
is not. What the Finance Committee 
concluded yesterday was that we could 
legitimately come up with—and I ac-
knowledge this and hope to construct 
the addition of the funds—that we 
could come up with about $214 billion 
in revenues that was, in fact, legiti-
mately connected, money that was 
connected to highways or to the trust 
fund. 

For example, there is $196 billion 
from gas taxes. There is an argument 
that we should be able to count the in-
terest earned on the trust fund bal-
ances as part of the trust fund that is 
currently deposited in the general 
fund. Most would say that we can le-
gitimately transfer that from the gen-
eral fund and put it into the trust fund 
and call that trust fund money, and I 
agree with that. 

I will not get into detail, but there 
are four or five other areas like that. 
Some might be a little questionable in 
some people’s eyes, but at least in my 
view, you could justify $214 billion in 
revenues, in real money, being trans-
ferred from the general fund to the 
trust fund, but which we could legiti-
mately contend should not belong in 
the general fund, it should belong in 
the highway trust fund. That is $214 
billion. That leaves a $17 billion deficit. 
That is just on the amount we were 
trying to mark up of $231 billion. 

So how do we make up the other $17 
billion? By sleight of hand, which is 
why I voted against the bill. We came 
up with phony money, money that does 
not really exist but which, for the pur-
poses of paying for this bill, we are 
going to count in an accounting tech-
nique. 

There are two key pieces: one $9 bil-
lion and the other $8 billion. The $9 bil-
lion fund comes from something called 
the ethanol exemption. The gas tax is 
18.4 cents but for ethanol we give a 5.2-
cents-per-gallon exemption. We say 
you do not have to pay that tax. The 
Finance Committee bill proposes to 
convert this exemption into a tax cred-
it. But under the new system, even if 
the money comes in, it will be sent 
right back to the taxpayer when they 
seek a refund for it, when they seek to 
apply for the ethanol tax credit, so the 
net result is that, even though the Gov-
ernment may collect the money for an 
instant, it goes right back to the tax-
payer who paid it and there is no 

money, then, to be put in the highway 
trust fund. So what we have is the Gov-
ernment will collect 5.2 cents it does 
not currently collect, it will theoreti-
cally send that to the taxpayer, and as 
soon as the taxpayers ask for the re-
fund of the credit, the general fund of 
the Treasury sends the money back. So 
no new money has been raised. We col-
lected it; we gave it back. But in the 
meantime, through an accounting gim-
mick, we say that the trust fund is 5.2-
cents-per-gallon richer. And that 
amounts to $9 billion over this 6-year 
period of time. But there is no new 
money. So that is fraudulent. It is 
wrong for us to suggest we are actually 
paying with real money for that part of 
this bill. 

The other is called the fuel tax ex-
emption, and it relates to an exemp-
tion that is provided to tax-exempt en-
tities, such as cities and States and 
schools and churches. They do not pay 
the gas tax. They receive either a full 
or a partial exemption from the gas 
tax. 

So the Finance Committee bill just 
credits the highway trust fund as if it 
had received those taxes, even though 
the funds will never have actually been 
received. That is $8 billion over 6 years. 
It reminds me of that old riddle Abe 
Lincoln used to ask. He said: If you call 
a tail a leg, how many legs does a dog 
have? And he would always fool the 
kids, and they would say five. And he 
would say: No, four. Calling it a leg 
doesn’t make it a leg. 

Well, calling this money part of the 
trust fund does not make it part of the 
trust fund because it is not ever going 
to be collected. It is an accounting 
gimmick. So when the Secretary of 
Transportation and the Secretary of 
Treasury write in the letter that they 
are going to recommend a veto of the 
bill if it uses mechanisms that conceal 
the true cost to the Federal tax-
payers—they go on to say: Highway 
spending should be financed from the 
highway trust fund, not the general 
fund of the Treasury—I think this is 
exactly the kind of thing they had in 
mind. 

How does the General Treasury make 
up this $17 billion? You cannot pay for 
highway construction with fake 
money. You have to pay with real 
money. So you take that money out of 
the general fund and you somehow 
have to make that up in the general 
fund. Do they make it up with a high-
way user fund or fee? No. Instead, there 
are a series of tax changes that have 
nothing to do with highways. Some 
close down abusive corporate tax shel-
ters, the kind that Enron had used. 
And there are some other kinds of 
changes like that—nothing that has 
anything to do with transportation or 
highways. Some of these tax changes, 
by the way, are actually good tax 
changes and, in fact, we should make 
the changes, but they should be used to 
fund other things in general revenue 
that are traditionally funded by such 
mechanisms. They should not be trans-

ferred from the general fund to the 
highway trust fund, thus breaking a 
precedent that has held ever since the 
beginning of highway transportation. 

My view is we should be very clear 
that by breaking this precedent, by 
using the general fund against what 
the Secretary of Treasury warned us, 
that we would be opening up the possi-
bility that the highway fund or high-
way spending would be basically un-
constrained by any mechanism whatso-
ever. It would be a honeypot of projects 
and ways for Members to go home and 
brag about how much they brought 
home to their States or their districts 
with no financial constraint because no 
longer would it be pegged to the 
amount of revenues we received 
through the user fees, from the people 
who actually used the highways. 

So if we go down this road, I think 
there will be no end to the claim we 
will make on general revenues for high-
way projects. And I think it is a very 
bad precedent for us to undertake. 

So, first of all, we are spending too 
much money. Secondly, we are not 
funding it in the proper way. We are 
now going to be spending general reve-
nues to fund the deficit.

The third thing I want to say is that 
this is not fair to some States. You 
might imagine that one of them is my 
State. I am going to describe this very 
briefly. And with the indulgence of the 
chairman of the committee, since our 
offices are closed down right now, I do 
not have access to the specific informa-
tion which I wanted to bring to the 
floor. I am going to say this generally, 
and then, when we have access to that 
data, I will come back to the floor with 
the specific information. 

But a bit of history: Arizona has al-
ways been a donor State, meaning that 
Arizonans send a dollar in tax revenue 
for highways to Washington, and we 
get back 70, 80 cents. In the last few 
years, we have gotten 90.5 cents. Just a 
few years ago that was 83 cents, as I re-
call. 

A lot of the donor States put their 
foot down and said: Look, we, at least, 
ought to get 90 percent of what we 
send. And that is when the 90.5 cents 
was put into effect. Arizona is a fast-
growing State, the fastest growing 
State in the Union. We have huge new 
infrastructure needs, including high-
ways. We have large areas of Federal 
land. Only 12 percent of the land in our 
State is privately owned. The rest is 
owned by a governmental entity. We 
have huge border infrastructure financ-
ing requirements. We are now trying to 
build a new bridge over the Colorado 
River, below the Hoover Dam, with our 
sister State of Nevada. We have huge 
expenses with our highways. 

Yet instead of getting back an 
amount of money that would be com-
mensurate with those needs, Arizonans 
send a dollar to Washington and get 
back 90.5 cents. 

When the debate about the new high-
way bill began, we had some thought 
that perhaps we would finally get to 
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the point where we could be treated 
fairly relative to other States. But, un-
fortunately, this was not to be the 
case. In a very general way, what hap-
pened was this: The Senator from Okla-
homa, and others, with very good in-
tentions, said we want to try to bring 
all of the States we possibly can up to 
95 cents on the dollar. And they set out 
to try to do that. 

But what they soon learned was there 
are some States with needs growing so 
rapidly, with populations growing so 
rapidly—States such as Arizona, Texas, 
Colorado, Florida, the fastest growing 
States—these States are growing so 
rapidly that it would cost a lot of 
money to be fair to them. In other 
words, we are behind the other States 
now. We are donor States, and to try to 
bring us up to parity with those States 
would cost a lot of money because we 
are so far behind. 

Now, if we had been treated fairly in 
the past, this would not be a problem 
because, presumably, we would be like 
everybody else—right around the norm. 
But we have not been treated fairly in 
the past, which is why we are so far be-
hind. 

Now they are saying: Because you are 
so far behind, and it would cost so 
much to let you catch up, sorry, we are 
going to take care of everybody else, 
but you all have to stay that far behind 
for 5 more years. That, I suggest, is not 
fair. 

Now, it might have been fair to say 
to folks: Look, we can’t get to 95 cents 
on the dollar. Maybe we can get to 93.5 
cents for all of the States. I don’t know 
what the exact number was—93, 94, per-
haps, somewhere in that neighborhood. 
If all the States had been brought up to 
the same level, then that might be 
where it is—92, 93, 94, somewhere 
around in there. But, instead, they de-
cided to go to 95 cents for most of the 
States, and then, for four or five of the 
States they say: Sorry, we are not 
going to bring you up to speed for the 
first 5 years of this program. Perhaps 
in the sixth year we will try to get you 
to 95 cents. 

Well, in the meantime, every one of 
those 5 years the gap will grow wider. 
And because our populations are grow-
ing, because our infrastructure needs 
are increasing disproportionately to 
these other States, because we have 
been behind for so many years—and, 
therefore, have a backlog that a lot of 
the other States do not have—instead 
of gradually being brought up to where 
the other States are, we are basically 
being left in the dust. That is not fair. 

Now, if you only do that to about five 
States, you can still guarantee your 
bill gets passed because you do not 
need their votes. This is all about vote 
counting. This is the way the highway 
formula was always developed. And I 
commend my good friend and col-
league, the chairman of the committee, 
for noting the fact that in the past that 
is the way the formula has been de-
rived. That is why his State and mine 
and a lot of others suffered for a lot of 
years. 

But I suggest that since there now 
seems to be a will to make things 
right—again, I commend him for that—
that we should make it right for every-
body, not just for those States where 
we can afford to make it right. In fact, 
I would argue that we really ought to 
start with those States that have been 
on the short end of the stick all these 
years. We should start with the States 
that are the furthest behind, start with 
the States, such as Arizona, that have 
so much further to catch up. 

If we have money to add to the 
amount of money that donor States 
get, why shouldn’t we start with those 
States that have the biggest popu-
lation growth and infrastructure needs 
and have received relatively, therefore, 
the smallest amount of money in the 
past? 

Well, I guess you only get 8, 10 votes 
out of those States, so we start from a 
different premise. I do not think it is 
fair. That is the third reason I have to 
oppose this bill and why my friends in 
Arizona are basically saying to me: We 
can understand why we have to spend 
more money on homeland security and 
fighting the war on terror and on fight-
ing in Iraq, and so on. We can under-
stand why there are some other big 
needs that perhaps could get an in-
crease in funding, such as education 
and the Medicare prescription drug bill 
last year. But we will be darned if we 
are willing to continue to send our 
money to Washington to be spent by 
other States when we have such large 
needs here. And they basically tell us, 
because you have so many needs, we 
cannot afford to bring you up to speed 
with everybody else and, therefore, you 
are going to have to wait 5 years. 

I cannot go back to my friends in Ar-
izona and say: Gee, I am sorry but that 
is just the way it is in Washington; 
they expect me to do something about 
it. 

So I hope my colleagues who support 
this bill will indulge me, and those oth-
ers, and put themselves in my place 
and ask what they would do if they 
were in this position and not give us 
too hard a time when we ask questions 
that may be difficult and make sure 
that from a parliamentary point of 
view, we use all of the options we have 
to try to convince our colleagues the 
bill should be made more fair than it 
is. 

I would be happy if all of us received 
less money by reducing the top number 
of this bill down to an amount we can 
afford, say $214 billion, or to simply re-
authorize the existing spending levels 
for 1 year until we can go back and get 
this formula right. I would favor either 
of those two solutions today. I raised 
them both in the Finance Committee 
yesterday. Both were defeated. But I 
would opt for either one of those. 

What I can’t agree to is a bill that 
spends far too much money, funds it 
with general revenues for the first 
time, and is blatantly unfair to States 
such as Arizona. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SUNUNU). The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me 
say how much I always enjoy the jun-
ior Senator from Arizona. We were 
both elected to the other body in the 
same year, 1986. We both came here to 
the Senate in 1994. Neither of us is shy 
about the fact we are conservatives. He 
has heard me say many times that con-
servatives in some areas are pretty big 
spenders—that is, national defense and 
infrastructure—believing that is really 
what we are supposed to be doing in 
Washington. 

I don’t think you can find a State 
that has had more road problems than 
my State of Oklahoma. It is kind of a 
going joke there. Each holiday, so 
many people come for Thanksgiving, 
and they say: We could always tell 
when we got to Oklahoma because of 
the roads. We always knew when we 
left Arizona and got over to Oklahoma 
because the roads aren’t nearly as good 
as they are in Arizona. 

I would suggest a couple of things are 
worthwhile talking about. I have a 
chart. I want to help the Senator from 
Arizona when he goes home. I will let 
him take this chart home. When you 
look at Arizona, keeping in mind that 
the average State increase under 
SAFETEA is 35.6 percent, that is 40.23 
percent. That is a huge amount over 
the average. The Senator from Arizona 
says it is because they have been on 
the short end of the stick for a long pe-
riod of time. I can identify with that 
because being from the State of Okla-
homa, we were at the very bottom. We 
had to come up by virtue of formula to 
77 percent, to 80, then to 90.5, and now 
hopefully to 95. So that is a very large 
amount of money. 

If you look in the far left of this 
chart, you have what Arizona averaged 
under TEA–21. That was $463 million. 
Then it shows each year thereafter, for 
the next 6 years, what happens by com-
parison. With all the difficulties we 
have in working on any kind of a for-
mula, the Senator from Arizona and I 
have talked about the complexities of 
formulas. We have donee States, donor 
States, fast-growing States, low-popu-
lation, low-density States. Con-
sequently, to come up with some kind 
of a formula that takes care of all that, 
we took all of those things into consid-
eration. 

Contrast that with TEA–21. In TEA–
21, they had a formula as a base, but 
they had a percentage. Every State had 
a percentage. When they finally got up 
to 60 votes, that was it: We don’t care 
what happens to the rest of you. We 
have our 60 votes. 

We didn’t try to do that. That would 
have been easier, I suppose. I would 
probably be making the same number 
of people mad, but nonetheless we 
didn’t do that. We tried to use the log-
ical things to take into consideration 
in developing the formula. 

The Senator talks about a veto. I 
know this is just a difference in inter-
pretation. The Senator from Arizona is 
on the Finance Committee. I am not on 
it. Consequently, I went to the chair-
man, Senator GRASSLEY, and I said to 
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him, some time ago: This is what I feel 
we need to do. It is up to the Finance 
Committee to figure out how we get 
there. 

The Senator from Arizona ran over it 
pretty exhaustively, and I bow to his 
superior intelligence in terms of the fi-
nance package because he is on the 
committee. But when I look over the 
fuel tax fraud compliance, that is 
something that came along a little bit 
later. I think that is real. My staff says 
that is a conservative figure, the 2.5 
cents and the 5.2 cents on ethanol. 

The interest, you agree, should go 
back to the highway trust fund. Spend-
ing down the balance is reasonable. I 
can remember back when we had bal-
ances of $18 billion in the highway 
trust fund. I spent 8 years in the other 
body on the Public Works and Trans-
portation Committee where we started 
chipping away on that. And we all 
know the reason that was there to 
start with. It goes back to the Lyndon 
Johnson days, when they were trying 
to make it look as if the money they 
were going to be spending was not 
going to have huge deficits. So they 
said, let’s just go ahead and apply that 
when we are drawing up our budget. We 
have changed all that, and we are mak-
ing great headway in spending that 
down to a reasonable level. 

The $6.5 billion, everybody does 
agree, is reasonable and I am sure the 
committee did also. Then on some of 
the clarifications on the transfer of the 
gas guzzler tax to the highway trust 
fund, it should have been there to start 
with. What we are trying to do is undo 
some of the damage that has been done 
to the trust fund over the years. We are 
doing that with this bill. 

As far as a veto is concerned, let me 
share something that goes into a little 
more detail than the Senator from Ari-
zona did. We have a letter here that ex-
presses the current feelings, dated Feb-
ruary 2, just a couple days ago. And in 
this letter from Secretary Mineta, this 
is the administration’s position. They 
said, yes, we recognize we need more 
money for infrastructure. That is 
something we all agree and they cer-
tainly agree is necessary. They said, if 
you can get to the Bond-Reid amount 
without doing three things, then we 
would support you. 

No. 1 would be you would not be in-
creasing gas taxes. We are not going to 
increase gas taxes. Secondly, we are 
not going to play around. You know 
the games you come up with. Let’s 
have a bonding program. You and I 
both know most of these bonding pro-
grams are nothing more than bor-
rowing in some way from the future 
and encumbering future revenues. Or 
third—this is our biggest controversy 
with each other—that highway spend-
ing should be financed from the high-
way trust fund, not from the general 
fund of the Treasury. I grant you, the 
last item you talked about is coming 
from the general fund. I contend it 
should not have been. It should have 
been in the trust fund to start with. 

That is an argument you and I could 
have a disagreement on, but I look at 
it perhaps with a little bit of bias, sit-
ting on the committee and saying: All 
right, Finance Committee, if you can 
come up with this, this is what is best 
for America. I felt they did. And the 
chairman has told me he believed they 
did. We had Senator THOMAS on the 
floor, who is one of your colleagues on 
the committee, who I think is favor-
ably disposed to the results of the work 
of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. KYL. Will the chairman yield? 
Mr. INHOFE. Of course. 
Mr. KYL. As to the first items you 

mentioned, we are in total agreement. 
Those were items that should have 
been added to the trust fund, and they 
make up the difference between the 
$196 billion in gas tax revenues and the 
$214 billion. So there is no disagree-
ment there. But as to the last two 
items, you could argue that the schools 
and churches and States and cities 
should have been paying the gas tax all 
along and that if they do pay it, it 
should go to the highway trust fund. 
That is true. You can argue that. But 
we are not going to collect it from 
them. We are not going to make them 
pay. 

I suppose what you could say is, from 
now on churches and schools and cities 
and States have to pay the gas tax.
And when they pay it, it should go to 
the highway trust funds. We are not 
saying that. We are going to deem that 
they have to pay it, but they don’t ac-
tually have to pay it. There is no real 
money there. It is the same thing with 
the gas tax credit on ethanol. There 
the tax is actually going to be col-
lected but then remitted. So the Gov-
ernment has it for a few days, but when 
they apply for credit, it goes back. 
Once again, we are going to credit the 
trust fund with the money, but it 
doesn’t in fact get the money. 

That is why the Finance Committee 
had to use creativity in finding these 
other corporate loophole closings and 
applying the revenue derived from that 
to make up the difference in the $17 bil-
lion or so. So it is not revenue we 
should have been collecting all along 
and putting into the highway trust 
funds. You can argue whether we 
should have been collecting it or not, 
but it is not revenue we are going to be 
collecting in the future from the cities 
and schools, for example. We are going 
to have to get it from the corporate 
loopholes. 

Mr. INHOFE. I appreciate the re-
sponse. I know the Senator to be very 
sincere. The time that we spent—we 
are talking about 12 months we have 
been anguishing over this issue to 
come up with something that is fair. It 
is not perfect. It is better than it was 
under TEA–21. We went to the Finance 
Committee and said: Can you get us 
there? It is my information that we got 
there and, consequently, I still stand 
behind the bill. We have an honest dis-
agreement on that. 

Mr. KYL. I ask the chairman to 
yield. This has to do with the chart you 

showed and the percentage increases. 
When you talk about percentage in-
creases, I start to smile. You can al-
ways make a point with a percentage. 
I can remember when I was an asso-
ciate in a law firm and I would be mak-
ing, let’s say, a salary of $25,000 a year. 
The senior partner was making $150,000 
a year. We both get a 3-percent in-
crease in our salary and he would say: 
That is fair. In fact, I will tell you 
what; I will take a 3-percent increase 
and I will give you a 4-percent increase. 

At first, I would say that sounds all 
right. Then I said, wait a minute, you 
get 3 percent on $150,000 and I get 4 per-
cent on $25,000. I think the gap is wid-
ening, not narrowing here. When I got 
to be more of a senior person in the law 
firm—and certainly with my Senate 
staff now, I always try to give the peo-
ple at the bottom a higher percentage. 
Otherwise, the gap continues to widen. 
We see on the chart here how bad the 
pink or red numbers are, where Arizona 
is today. I appreciate you pointing that 
out. It is deceptive to suggest that 
since we are going up, we ought to be 
happy. 

In terms of real dollars, the States 
that have collected more money in the 
past than Arizona, which have been 
donee States and haven’t had this huge 
gap, are making far more in terms of 
the collections each year than Arizona 
will. You can show that it is going up, 
but the averages don’t help Arizona. It 
is like the saying, how deep is the Mis-
sissippi River? The average is 6 feet, 
but if you get in the middle, you are in 
very deep water. Averages really don’t 
count. 

I would rather be the $150,000 senior 
partner getting a 3-percent increase 
than a $25,000 associate getting a 5-per-
cent increase. That is, in effect, what 
Arizona is being offered. 

Mr. President, I criticize the product. 
I do not criticize the chairman or other 
members of the committee. I know this 
is hard. Everybody is looking out for 
their own States, obviously. You can-
not be fair to everybody and 
everybody’s view. I appreciate that. So 
the comments are, I hope, in no way to 
be considered a reflection on the good 
faith of the people who are trying to do 
the work. My point is that I cannot 
stand here and represent the interests 
of my State with the kind of unfairness 
that I think is inherent in the bill, and 
that is simply, as the chairman said, 
something on which we are going to 
have to disagree. 

I thank the chairman. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I suggest 

that, as the Senator from Arizona re-
turns home, he ignore the 40-percent 
increase and go home and say $1.11 bil-
lion new dollars. Perhaps they can re-
late to that. 

I know Senator CORZINE wants to 
speak and several others want to be 
heard but not necessarily on the high-
way bill. At the appropriate time, I 
will ask unanimous consent that there 
be a period for morning business. 
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Before I do that, I see the chairman 

of the subcommittee is here. I ask Sen-
ator BOND if he has anything further to 
say insofar as the highway bill is con-
cerned. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I thank the 
chairman, the good Senator from Okla-
homa. He is doing a wonderful job. I 
have been listening to the comments of 
our friend from Arizona and I under-
stand his concerns. In order to achieve 
equity, in order to get the bill passed, 
we were only able to give certain 
States, under the formula, an increase 
that maybe in all rights was not ade-
quate. But anybody who gets a 40-per-
cent increase is certainly doing better 
than most. 

I have driven the highways in Ari-
zona, and I know that my colleague 
from Arizona does an excellent job rep-
resenting his State. I hope the addi-
tional $1.118 billion will be a help. 

This is a problem we always face on 
the highway bill. I don’t know any 
State that cannot make a compelling 
case that they have needs that are 
greater. The chairman of the full com-
mittee and I are sitting on the first or 
second and third worst roads and the 
first and second worst bridges in the 
Nation. I am not getting a 40-percent 
increase. I can tell you in detail about 
friends who have been killed on the 
highways in Missouri because there 
was too much traffic—10,000, 15,000 cars 
a day on narrow two-lane roads. This is 
a huge problem. 

The State of Oklahoma is a major 
Southwest-to-Midwest freeway. My 
State is in the center of the States. 
When you look at a map that shows the 
truck traffic and you identify the 
major corridors by red lines, the center 
of Missouri is a big red spot, and St. 
Louis is a big red blotch on the map; 
there is that much congestion. 

We were very proud to have the first 
interstate in the Nation under Presi-
dent Eisenhower’s bill, starting 
through St. Charles, MO. That is the 
good news. But the bad news is that the 
road is badly out of shape, and there is 
not enough money in this highway bill 
even to make a beginning on repairing 
it. The Missouri Department of Trans-
portation may be able to make some 
improvements. We are giving them 
some options on how to deal with it in 
our State, but it is clearly a pressing 
need. 

I can make a case that Missouri is 
the demographic center, because as 
many people live north of us as south 
of us, and as many people live east of 
us as west of us. The national traffic 
flow is through the State. We have 
needs. We don’t increase at 40 percent, 
but we had to stay with the funding 
formula because this is a compromise. 
We are trying to take care of everyone 
and meet the needs that are pressing, 
meet the highest priority needs, and we 
were not able to do it. 

We want to work with our good 
friend from Arizona. We understand his 
concerns and we thank him for his kind 
comments. Again, I will have to say 

that the effort we put in was a lengthy 
effort and much compromise—nobody 
got really all they need, which, unfor-
tunately, is the nature of a com-
promise. 

Again, I appreciate the comments 
made. I hope all of us can get together 
and move quickly. We are ready to 
offer an amendment. I gather we are 
urged to wait until tomorrow morning. 
If others have amendments, I hope we 
can be open for business tomorrow and 
get going because there are lots of 
pressing amendments and there are 
issues that need to be voted on. I hope 
we can get up and running and begin a 
very important debate and have votes 
on these amendments. I thank the Sen-
ator.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Missouri. I also 
would like to say that it has been a 
very difficult task developing this leg-
islation. While it seems as though all 
some colleagues want to talk about is 
the formula in terms of money, there 
are many other issues we dealt with—
environmental issues, streamlining 
issues, safety issues, issues that are of 
paramount concern to everyone. A 
compromise was made on all of those 
issues—some I don’t like, but we did 
compromise. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that there now be a 
period for the transaction of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

Mr. CORZINE. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COLEMAN). The Senator from New Jer-
sey. 

Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, I won-
der if the Senator from Oklahoma will 
allow for 20 minutes speaking as in 
morning business. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I amend 
that to up to 20 minutes for the first 
speaker and 10 minutes thereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CORZINE. I thank the Chair. 
Mr. President, I, too, respect very 

much the challenges the chairman of 
the committee and the ranking mem-
ber have been able to work through. I 
look forward to a good, healthy debate 
about some of the specifics. I think we 
are on the right track.

f 

INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS 
Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, I rise 

to speak on an issue about which I 
have spoken a number of times and 
which I passionately believe needs to 
be addressed—frankly, it is one that is 
well past the maturation stage where 
it should have been addressed—and 
that is an independent look at our in-
telligence operations, particularly as 
they relate to the pre-Iraqi invasion 
and how conclusions were drawn, so 
that can speak to the American people 
about the facts we had. 

It is an issue which I think is essen-
tial to the national security of the 
American people. If we don’t learn 
from our mistakes, we are bound to 
make those mistakes again. It is high 
time we have gotten around to it. 

In the past few days, the administra-
tion and the world have come to under-
stand and acknowledge on a broad 
basis the colossal intelligence failures 
that led us to war, a war that may have 
led to good ends, but the Nation clearly 
didn’t come to those conclusions on the 
basis of the information we now seem 
to be discovering. 

There is a question about means to 
an end that I think is pretty simple in 
the kinds of discussions I think all of 
us have in the families and in the com-
munities in which we live. I don’t 
think we want to get into a position 
where means justify ends when they 
don’t relate to them. I just point that 
out as some of this discussion has 
evolved. 

On January 8, Secretary of State 
Colin Powell addressed the lack of con-
nection between Iraq and al-Qaida, 
stating;

I’ve not seen a smoking gun, concrete evi-
dence about that connection.

We were told something different. 
Then the President, in his latest 

State of the Union Address, referred 
only to weapons of mass destruction 
and related program activities, what-
ever that is—a far cry from the active 
nuclear program and stockpiles of 
chemical and biological weapons 
warned of in his last State of the Union 
Message in 2003. 

It was last week’s testimony from 
David Kay, the man responsible for the 
weapons search in Iraq, that finally 
brought this matter to maturity and 
captured the attention of the Nation, 
the administration, and the world, and 
that has really changed the whole con-
text of this debate and discussion. 

Dr. Kay, a man who told us last fall 
that Iraq’s nuclear programs were only 
at the most rudimentary level, told the 
Senate Armed Services Committee 
there was no evidence of stockpiles of 
chemical or biological weapons. 

David Kay has made an important 
recommendation—one that I think has 
been obvious for a number of months—
that an independent inquiry be estab-
lished so that the American people, so 
that the allies of the United States and 
those who would work with us, so that 
all of us who are involved in policy-
making know we have the facts that 
allow us to make good decisions so 
that we are not committing the lives of 
our men and women in our military to 
efforts that are based on false prem-
ises, whether those are intentional or 
unintentional. 

We need to have the right answers, 
and that recommendation apparently 
has now led—some might say forced—
the President to announce he will 
name a panel to look at the intel-
ligence issues related to Iraq. 

I welcome the President’s reversal on 
this critical need, and I suspect we will 
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see a reversal of support for that con-
cept among my colleagues, about 
which there have been some healthy 
debates in the last months. 

This is about the Nation’s national 
security, make no mistake. We need to 
understand on a collection basis, on an 
analysis basis, and, yes, on a use basis, 
just exactly how we got to the kinds of 
conclusions we did. The means need to 
be understood so that we can connect 
them with the end, so that we don’t 
make the same mistakes again and 
again. 

I have serious concerns, however, at 
least from early reports about what the 
details of the President’s plan for this 
commission will be, that the response 
is inadequate—I think seriously inad-
equate. This needs to be an inde-
pendent commission. 

How do we get to an independent 
commission? How do we make certain 
that the judgments we get are not de-
signed or at least limited to only a 
mission defined by those we are actu-
ally looking at? And second, will that 
commission be allowed to explore the 
use of intelligence, or the misuse, if 
you will? 

I haven’t seen the details. I don’t 
think any of us have. We are reading 
press reports. But if they are true, it 
would give the appearance that we 
don’t want to have a commission that 
is going to deal with the fundamental 
crux of a lot of these questions. Quite 
obviously, if we don’t deal with the 
crux of the questions, then are we 
going to get results that create credi-
bility with the American people, with 
this body, with the world, on whom we 
need to count to do things as we go for-
ward? Are we going to get to those 
kinds of conclusions? 

If that is not the case, then I don’t 
think we are headed in the right direc-
tion. I am very afraid we are moving 
into something that may satisfy a call 
for a commission to investigate our in-
telligence, but not yet at the funda-
mental problems that led us to this 
particular decision in Iraq, but also can 
be and may have well been replicated 
in other areas. 

I actually think the President is 
right to talk about it in a broader con-
text. It is just an issue of, sequentially, 
which one do we look at first. Even by 
the inspection on the ground, we are 
told that 15 percent of the issues 
haven’t been examined on the ground 
in Iraq. We need to deal with where our 
men and women are being killed now, 
as opposed to putting off and putting 
together all of these various issues. 

We have what some people might say 
is a tactical issue with respect to Iraq 
and a strategic problem with our intel-
ligence operations in a more general 
context. Fine, we should look at a 
broader scope of issues to get to the re-
structuring of our intelligence oper-
ations, but we need to deal with the re-
ality of, how did our intelligence serve 
us so poorly, how were the conclusions 
so far off the mark? Was there a prob-
lem with collection? Was there a prob-

lem with analysis? Or was there a prob-
lem in selectivity and use of the intel-
ligence provided? 

As I said, it was last summer when I 
first offered legislation to establish an 
independent commission. I think we 
ought to get to a truly bipartisan, 
independent commission, one that is 
not unlike what we see with the 9/11 
Commission, headed by the former 
Governor of New Jersey, a Republican, 
who is doing, in my view, an incredible 
service to our Nation. It is a diligent, 
independent, bipartisan approach to 
find out the facts that led to that trag-
edy with which all of us live each and 
every day, whether it is in your local 
hometown, like it is the case in mine, 
or whether it is in the broader context 
of the Nation. 

Given the fact that we have had Pres-
idential claims that Iraq had sought to 
purchase uranium in Africa, which 
could not be justified or substantiated 
by intelligence, is enough to ask the 
question whether intelligence was 
properly used. It clearly was not, be-
cause the President himself has denied 
that that should have been in the State 
of the Union. 

So how did that intelligence get mis-
used? How did that come about? Simi-
larly, with regard to the aluminum 
tube issue, on which a whole host of 
folks have spoken out both publicly, 
and I have read some things privately, 
that call into question whether that 
was ever a viable concept for intel-
ligence to be used as one of the jus-
tifications for entering into this con-
flict. 

How can that happen? We need to 
have certainty and independence in 
judging how we got to the collection, 
the analysis, and the use of the intel-
ligence. I think that is important if we 
are going to go forward with certainty 
and credibility with regard to our ef-
forts in using our intelligence for prop-
er and effective policy formulation in 
the years ahead. We need it so we can 
speak to the world with credibility, 
and it will not take place, in my view, 
if we do not have that independent 
commission. 

So I want to reemphasize the point 
that use of the information is also very 
important. We have seen time after 
time, and opinion after opinion, of a 
number of people, outside of the David 
Kay remarks, that much of the use has 
actually been disputed within the in-
telligence community. I cite in par-
ticular an officer from the State De-
partment, Gregg Thielmann—and I will 
try to get his particular title—who has 
made the assertion that we are basi-
cally operating under faith-based inter-
pretations of a lot of information. He 
goes back and cites the Nigeria ura-
nium and the use of aluminum tubes, 
disputes about stockpiles that were re-
ported, and many elements of different 
perspectives with regard to the intel-
ligence that was available to policy-
makers. 

How did we get such a one-sided 
view? I think some people would argue 

it might be misuse. Some may argue it 
is selectivity. I think we need an inde-
pendent commission so we can get to 
the bottom of these. I think we need to 
understand how the administration 
could make public statements that 
contradicted some of the analysis or 
failed to incorporate the balance that 
was actually involved in the commu-
nities’ reports. Why did these reports 
Congress mandated under the very res-
olution that granted the President the 
authority to go to war include some of 
those unsubstantiated claims I talked 
about? Were members of the intel-
ligence community pressured to 
produce analyses that conformed to the 
administration policies? They even set 
up an extra body within the Defense 
Department to derive points of view 
that would be used in the Defense De-
partment independent of traditional 
agencies that are involved in the intel-
ligence. Did the administration offi-
cials seek to bypass that normal proc-
ess by cherry-picking? 

I think all of these questions are real 
and they are ones that need to be inde-
pendently analyzed. There are plenty 
of outside experts. I think a lot of peo-
ple have heard about the Carnegie En-
dowment study that reported last 
week, and I quote:

Administration officials systematically 
misrepresented the threat from Iraq’s WMD 
and ballistic missile programs. 

They may not have all of the infor-
mation. That is why we need a commis-
sion to straighten this out and to give 
us all confidence that we can go for-
ward. 

I spoke about Mr. Thielmann, who 
was the former director of the Office of 
Strategic Proliferation and Military 
Affairs in the State Department. He is 
incredibly offended by the difference 
between the information he saw and 
presented to the Secretary of State, as 
the one who is responsible for collating 
that, and what he has seen stated in 
the public. So how did those kinds of 
differences come to pass? Why are we 
dealing with such discrepancies? 

The commission I proposed would be 
established by law independent of any 
executive orders to change its mission, 
change its role, change its scope. Its 
members would be selected by the lead-
ership of both parties, balanced, kind 
of like the 9/11 Commission which I 
think people would argue as being very 
independent and is on the right track; 
receive an independent budget so there 
would not be issues about how thor-
oughly they might be able to pursue 
particular avenues of research; and 
would be directed to examine every as-
pect of this critical problem; obviously 
all elements of the collection, all ele-
ments of the analysis, and all elements 
of use from top to bottom, from our in-
telligence operatives to the White 
House. 

By the way, in my view, Congress 
looks to provide the checks and bal-
ances that are expected through our 
constitutional offices. 

I think this commission should be 
thorough and we need an end result 
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that gives us all confidence that when 
we make decisions that send 120,000, 
130,000 or 150,000 of our men and women 
into battle that they are fighting a war 
based on information that was in-
tended to give pure advice as best un-
derstood. I do not think the looking 
back—20/20 hindsight is always better, 
but looking back, one has to question 
whether the claims that Saddam Hus-
sein posed a dire and immediate threat 
to the United States were real. It is im-
portant that we have a full examina-
tion, particularly when there were 
other alternatives that would not have 
necessarily cost American lives, such 
as continued pursuit of U.N. inspec-
tions which were claimed to have been 
ineffective, further diplomacy point-
less, when in fact apparently all of 
those efforts at U.N. inspections and 
other things had actually been success-
ful. There has been a huge failure, one 
that is very real in the lives of the fam-
ilies who have given up their sons and 
daughters, and I think one that mor-
ally requires we have an independent, 
bipartisan commission that gets to an-
swers independently of any of us who 
have been involved in the decision-
making, because if we do not have that 
I think we are going to always have 
questions of credibility as we go for-
ward. 

So I hope we can work together. I 
certainly intend to offer either on a 
stand-alone basis or in an amendment 
format an additional opportunity to 
support a truly independent and bipar-
tisan commission that can get to the 
bottom of something I think is funda-
mental to the national security of this 
Nation, and make sure all of our sons 
and daughters are fighting wars and 
protecting America with the kind of in-
formation that is there for the best in-
terests of us executing our policies, not 
for the best execution of our political 
desires. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri. 
Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I want to 

answer some of the concerns raised by 
my colleague from New Jersey. Basi-
cally what he is describing is the Intel-
ligence Committee. For 8 months, our 
staffs have interviewed over 200 people. 
They have gone through thousands of 
pages of documents. We have inves-
tigated all of the charges and all of the 
concerns that have been raised. 

There will be a preliminary report 
provided to the members of the Intel-
ligence Committee on Thursday. Start-
ing afresh with another congressional 
commission is not warranted. The re-
port of the Intelligence Committee has 
not been seen. 

There are certain things that we 
know we have seen supported. I believe 
everybody believes David Kay is cred-
ible. When he testified before the Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee on Jan-
uary 28 this year, he said: I think the 
world is far safer with the disappear-
ance and the removal of Saddam Hus-
sein. I have said I actually think this 

may be one of the cases where it was 
even more dangerous than we thought. 
I think when we have the complete 
record you are going to discover that 
after 1998 it became a regime that was 
totally corrupt, individuals were out 
for their own protection. In a world 
where we know others are seeking 
WMD, the likelihood at some point in 
the future of a seller and buyer meet-
ing up would have made that a far 
more dangerous country than even we 
anticipated with what may turn out 
not to be a fully accurate estimate.

There is no question about it not 
being a fully accurate estimate. This is 
one of the areas where I think all of us 
would agree, we did not have as good 
intelligence as we should have. We 
didn’t have as good intelligence in the 
1990s, when we should have. And Presi-
dent Clinton, on February 17, 1998, said:

If Saddam rejects peace and we have to use 
force our purpose is clear. We want to seri-
ously diminish the threat posed by Iraq’s 
weapons of mass destruction program.

Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright, a day later, said:

Iraq is a long way from here but what hap-
pens there matters a great deal here. For the 
risks that the leaders of a rogue state will 
use nuclear, chemical or biological weapons 
against us or our allies is the present great-
est security threat we face.

Sandy Berger, the National Security 
Adviser, said on that same day:

He will use those weapons of mass destruc-
tion again as he has 10 times since 1983.

All of the people who are making 
these statements have access to the in-
telligence information that we as Sen-
ators get. We realize, based on what 
David Kay stated, that we badly under-
estimated the ballistic missile capa-
bility. As a matter of fact, Senator 
GRAHAM of Florida was prescient in a 
letter he wrote. In a letter dated De-
cember 5, 2001, signed by many others, 
he said:

There is no doubt Saddam Hussein has re-
invigorated his weapons program. Reports 
indicate biological, chemical and nuclear 
programs continue apace and may be back to 
prewar status. In addition Saddam continues 
to redefine ‘‘delivery system’’ and is doubt-
less using the cover of a licit missile pro-
gram to develop long range missiles that will 
threaten the United States and our allies.

That one was right on the mark be-
cause that is what we found. 

What are the needs? Obviously, when 
there are not people who speak Arabic, 
when we do not have unofficial agents 
in the country, we are missing out on 
one of the important elements of a 
good intelligence program. But, you 
know something. It is not just Iraq. We 
didn’t know how far Libya was along 
until Muammar Qadhafi, not wanting 
to be pulled out of a spider hole by an 
American soldier standing over him 
with a grenade, decided he would come 
clean. We were unaware of how far Iran 
has gone. And, clearly, prior to the 
first gulf war, we did not know just 
how far advanced Saddam Hussein’s 
programs were. 

We also know—and David Kay was 
clear about this—that we cannot ac-

count for weapons of mass destruction 
that he had. There didn’t have to be a 
large stockpile. A suitcase full of an-
thrax or ricin, or even a handful, can 
be a great terrorist weapon, and we 
will be lucky if we find that small 
amount, particularly after you look at 
the lengthy program of denial, decep-
tion, and destruction in which he en-
gaged. 

There is a lot of intelligence that was 
lacking with respect to Saddam Hus-
sein. We have to do a better job. The 
purpose of the Senate Intelligence 
Committee, one of five or six commit-
tees already investigating it, is to find 
out not only what we lacked but also 
to recommend changes because the one 
area on which we would agree is that 
we have to have a better system of in-
telligence. What we learn is going to 
put us on that track. 

I know the staff has worked hard. I 
am looking forward to the report. I will 
be surprised if it does not confirm what 
David Kay says and lay out some rec-
ommendations. The President has a re-
sponsibility as well. We have an over-
sight responsibility. If he wants people 
to look at it, to tell him how to im-
prove it: Good luck. Go ahead. But we 
have the Iraqi Survey Group, internal 
investigations, and I believe probably 
the best investigation is what the Sen-
ate Intelligence Committee has done. 

I apologize. I know my colleague 
from Illinois wants to speak so I will 
yield the floor. 

Mr. CORZINE. Will the Senator from 
Missouri be willing to take a question 
with regard to the Senate Intelligence 
effort? 

Mr. BOND. I will be happy to. 
Mr. CORZINE. First of all, I com-

pliment him. I am quite supportive of 
the Senate Intelligence Committee 
doing a total rundown on both the col-
lection and the analysis that led both 
to the Iraq situation and some of the 
failures he mentioned with regard to 
Iran and Libya and different points of 
view. God knows the Pakistani dis-
semination of technology we have read 
about in the newspapers in recent 
months is a pretty horrific prolifera-
tion issue about which I think all of us 
should be concerned. 

But there is this fundamental issue 
of whether intelligence has been mis-
used and whether we are getting the 
checks and balances in looking at the 
collected and analyzed information. 
Are we looking at the full range of pos-
sibilities? 

I ask my colleague from Missouri, am 
I correct that the chairman of the Sen-
ate Intelligence Committee said that 
studying the use of the intelligence in-
formation was really not part of the ef-
forts the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee would take on in this process? I 
think the record would be specific. But 
is that the case or not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, to respond 
to that question, what the Intelligence 
Committee looks at is what is the in-
telligence that was gathered. There 
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have been some suggestions that the 
intelligence was influenced or colored 
by pressure from the administration. 
David Kay said absolutely not. He said 
he talked to the analysts, there was ab-
solutely no information—there was ab-
solutely no information—and he said 
that really the intelligence community 
owes an apology to the President—and 
I would say to the American people—
for not having done it better. But they 
are dealing with a very inexact science. 

If you follow what other elected offi-
cials had said prior, during the 1990s, 
2001, 2002—what they were saying 
shows that they used the same intel-
ligence. We are looking at the intel-
ligence, the national intelligence esti-
mates and all those things. We look at 
it, and if you want to second-guess, if 
you want to argue that we should not 
have gone into Iraq, I think David Kay 
answers that and says the world is far 
safer. It was a much more dangerous 
situation than we thought. 

Yes, there are errors. There are areas 
where we overestimated his capability. 
There are areas where we underesti-
mated his capability. But the fact re-
mains that Saddam Hussein had so 
much weaponry, it is going to take 18 
months just to destroy it. He still may 
have chemical and biological weapons. 
We look at what the intelligence is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to be recognized in morning busi-
ness for 30 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, let me 
say at the outset I commend my col-
league from New Jersey, Senator 
CORZINE, who came to this floor several 
months ago and said we need an inde-
pendent commission to look at the in-
telligence that led up to an invasion of 
Iraq, and the use of that intelligence, 
and called for a vote on that issue. I 
don’t remember the final outcome of 
that vote, but I know I stood with him 
because I thought it was the right 
thing to do. Many people on our side of 
the aisle and the other side of the aisle 
resisted that suggestion, saying the 
Senate Intelligence Committee would 
be able to do this investigation. 

But the Senator from New Jersey has 
hit the nail on the head. Senator ROB-
ERTS, the chairman of the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee, made it clear long 
ago that our committee, the Senate In-
telligence Committee, would not look 
into the use of intelligence but, rather, 
whether it was accurately gathered and 
presented to the policymakers. That is 
a critically important question and one 
that would be part of any valid inves-
tigation. 

But equally important, if not more, 
is whether or not that information, 
once given to the policymakers, was 
honestly communicated to the Amer-
ican people. I can think of nothing 
worse in this open forum of govern-
ment than to have the suggestion that 
there were misrepresentations made to 

the American people on something as 
critical as a decision to invade a sov-
ereign nation. That is the question be-
fore the Senate. 

This week’s Newsweek cover story is 
based on Dr. David Kay’s testimony 
last week before Congress. It has pic-
tures of the leaders of the Bush admin-
istration and the quote from Dr. Kay, 
‘‘We Were All Wrong.’’ 

The obvious question is, Where was 
the error made? Was it just in the col-
lection of intelligence data or was it in 
the portrayal of that data, the descrip-
tion of that data to the American peo-
ple? That is a painful question and a 
delicate question but an important 
question. 

Senator CORZINE has said for many 
months we need to have people come 
and ask that question, both questions, 
in an honest and bipartisan way. I sa-
lute him for his leadership on this 
issue. I know he has been frustrated by 
the rejection of the Senate for his pro-
posal, but now it is full circle. Now, 
even the President, who once opposed 
him, says it is time to move to a com-
mission. 

Mr. CORZINE. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. DURBIN. I am happy to yield. 
Mr. CORZINE. It seems to me it is 

absolutely essential we understand how 
the President of the United States can 
put those 16 words—which were in ab-
solute conflict with the information 
that generally was available in the In-
telligence Committee, if I read that 
properly—into the State of the Union 
Message of 2003 with regard to alu-
minum tubes and with regard to ura-
nium and then later the whole discus-
sion, particularly Secretary Powell’s 
presentation to the U.N. of the use of 
aluminum tubes. This was also in very 
strong contradiction to much of the in-
formation that is now available. We 
could go on, with unmanned aerial ve-
hicles and a whole series of other 
issues. 

So somehow or another there were 
disputes about the response that one 
should make with regard to collection 
and analysis of data. And that gets at 
the fundamental question of how did 
we use or misuse the intelligence that 
was presented. To not come up with an 
answer that is credible to the Amer-
ican people, credible to policymakers 
in this body, and credible to our allies 
and the world community is a failure 
of leadership on our part. It becomes 
absolutely essential that any inde-
pendent commission needs to deal with 
the use, not just the collection and 
analysis. 

Is that how the Senator from Illinois 
feels? 

Mr. DURBIN. Yes, which is why I 
supported the early resolution. I hope 
the Senate will return to that. I hope 
we can find a way to choose people who 
are fair arbiters. There is a fear on the 
other side that something will be done 
to embarrass the administration before 
an election, especially a feeling we 
should let the chips fall where they 

may. Can’t we find people in this coun-
try—I think we can—who will be hon-
est, dispassionate, and nonpartisan? 

At issue is not just a question of who 
comes out ahead on the political ledger 
sheet. The question before the Senate 
is one of the most important elements 
for America’s national defense and se-
curity. If we had planes being flown in 
Iraq that were crashing, if we had 
tanks that could not shoot straight, if 
we had a lot of equipment over there 
that was failing, we would hear very 
quickly from the press, from the pub-
lic, from the Pentagon, that we need an 
investigation. 

Here we have a failure of something 
equally important, a failure of intel-
ligence. We need to get to the bottom 
of it. If we are going to be successful in 
any war on terrorism, we need the very 
best intelligence in the world. Clearly, 
our intelligence failed us in the leadup 
to the invasion of Iraq. 

We find ourselves today in a situa-
tion which is likely to be long term, 
costing American taxpayers $1 billion a 
week but, more importantly, con-
tinuing to cost American lives. That is 
a compelling reason to move on this 
with dispatch. 

I sincerely hope Senator CORZINE’s 
suggestion is followed up on as quickly 
as possible. 

Mr. DORGAN. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. DURBIN. I am happy to yield. 
Mr. DORGAN. I ask the Senator from 

Illinois if it is not the case that the 
gathering of intelligence—today, to-
night, tomorrow morning, yesterday—
might be the very function that deter-
mines whether our country is able to 
determine and prevent a future ter-
rorist attack against our country; isn’t 
the intelligence-gathering system that 
important? 

Mr. DURBIN. I say to the Senator 
from North Dakota, more important 
than it has ever been, since September 
11. It is only with valid, credible, good 
intelligence that we are able to antici-
pate someone who is trying to cause 
harm to the American people or to 
strike us in our territory or to, frank-
ly, attack our special interests around 
the world. Intelligence is a critical 
part of our national defense. 

Mr. DORGAN. I inquire if the gath-
ering of intelligence is so critical—and 
the Newsweek magazine describes it as 
a failure in the description by Mr. Kay, 
the top weapons inspector—if, in fact, 
it is a failure, then I would expect that 
the President of the United States, the 
Congress, and the American people 
would demand, on an urgent basis, that 
we figure out what happened, what is 
wrong, and how to fix it. Not later, 
now. The safety and security of this 
country depends on it. 

With respect to the issue of intel-
ligence, we ought to now understand, 
having the vision in the rearview mir-
ror, the issue is not what we think but, 
rather, what we know when a country 
changes a doctrine, as the President 
did, with respect to preemptive at-
tacks. If you talk about preemption 
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you better know things rather than 
think things. 

I went back and reread the presen-
tation to the United Nations by the 
Secretary of State. When he made that 
presentation, I thought to myself, that 
is a masterful presentation. And what 
he did, interestingly enough, is say: We 
know the following; we know the fol-
lowing; we know. And he put pictures 
up and he put up pieces of informa-
tion—we know this from human re-
sources; we know this from inspec-
tions; we know this from satellite 
photos. 

They did not know it. What he said 
we knew turns out to have been fun-
damentally wrong. 

So it seems to me the President, the 
Congress, and the American people 
ought to demand on an urgent basis 
there be an independent commission to 
find out what on Earth happened and 
how do we fix it. 

Let me make one final point, if I 
might. Can there really be an inde-
pendent commission, when a President, 
who did not want a commission in the 
first place, and said in recent weeks he 
did not want a commission, now will 
say our executive branch and our ad-
ministration will create a commission 
that is independent? Can that really be 
a commission? Or is it not the case 
that a truly independent commission 
would be one that follows the course 
that we usually follow on urgent 
issues, and that is, we put in law, a law 
from Congress, that creates and funds a 
commission and creates a truly inde-
pendent body to take a hard look at 
what happened. 

The executive branch cannot possibly 
have a commission that investigates 
itself. This is not about politics. There 
is no political way to talk about safety 
and security of the American people 
and our great reliance on intelligence. 

This is not about Republicans or 
Democrats. This is about the future of 
this country and getting it right. It is 
critically important. 

The Senator from New Jersey and 
what he has been talking about for 
months about this independent com-
mission is right on the mark, as is the 
Senator from Illinois. I am pleased to 
join him in this discussion about how 
important intelligence really is. 

I ask that 10 minutes be added to the 
Senator’s allocation for his presen-
tation. 

Mr. DURBIN. I think the Senator 
said something important in relation 
to the September 11 commission, a 
commission which is headed up by 
former Republican Governor Kean of 
New Jersey, which has asked for an ex-
tension of time, so on a bipartisan 
basis they can ask all the questions as 
to whether or not we did anything 
wrong that led up to September 11, and 
what we could have done to prevent it. 

Former President Bill Clinton said to 
a gathering of Senators, I am prepared 
to testify before that commission. I am 
prepared to cooperate with them com-
pletely. If there was any shortcoming 

or failing in my administration, so be 
it. It is more important that the Amer-
ican people know that we have done ev-
erything in our power to make this a 
safer nation. 

That should be the attitude of all 
Members. We should swallow our polit-
ical pride and say this is not about par-
tisanship. If an error was made by any 
President, Democrat or Republican, 
which has put us in harm’s way or en-
dangered America’s security, don’t we 
deserve to know that? The fact that 
the Senate Intelligence Committee has 
drawn a line and said they are not 
going to even ask the question as to 
whether the intelligence was misused 
by any member of the Bush adminis-
tration tells me they are being politi-
cally protective. They are protecting 
the political interests of the White 
House instead of the paramount con-
cern, which should be protecting the 
American people. 

I hope, frankly, there is an inde-
pendent commission that asks hard 
questions of those in the Clinton ad-
ministration and President George W. 
Bush’s administration and any admin-
istration that might have some bearing 
on the intelligence capacity of America 
and on the protection of this great Na-
tion. I thank the Senators who joined 
in on this important issue. 

f 

THE PRESIDENT’S FISCAL YEAR 
2005 BUDGET 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I came 
to the floor to address President Bush’s 
fiscal year 2005 budget. This budget was 
presented to Congress yesterday. It has 
been characterized by the Concord Coa-
lition, and others, as one of the most 
irresponsible Federal budgets to have 
been filed. It continues President 
Bush’s failed tax policies, unfortu-
nately, at the expense of Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. It shortchanges 
funding for schools. It shifts the burden 
of paying for environmental cleanup 
from the polluters to ordinary tax-
payers. And it hurts States in the Mid-
west, such as my own State of Illinois, 
that are facing terrible budget situa-
tions. It imposes new Federal mandates 
without providing adequate Federal 
funds. 

The budget is a fundamental reversal 
of the very things the President said 
his administration stands for. It is not 
compassionate, it is not conservative, 
and, sadly, it is not credible. 

Why is it not compassionate? The 
President’s budget again fails to pro-
vide full funding for No Child Left Be-
hind. This was the premier education 
policy of the Bush administration, sup-
ported, on a bipartisan basis, by this 
Senator and many others on the floor, 
with the understanding that as we 
identified the weaknesses and short-
comings in public education, we would 
come forward with the money to help 
the students reach the level of testing 
where they should be. 

Now we find in Illinois and States 
across the Nation that test scores show 

that kids need help, and the Federal 
Government continues to say: Take the 
test, announce whether you are a fail-
ing school or a successful school, and 
we will provide you with less money 
than we ever promised. 

During the debate on No Child Left 
Behind, Senator Paul Wellstone of 
Minnesota sat behind me. He opposed 
the program from the start. He said: 
You are going to create a program 
where the tests become the object of 
education rather than learning. Unfor-
tunately, because the tests create such 
high stakes, many teachers will have 
no recourse but to teach to the test, 
thus dampening the enthusiasm to 
learn, the creative element that is part 
of education. 

That was Paul Wellstone’s point. I 
said: Paul, I disagree with you. Tests 
are about accountability. We have 
taken tests all through our school 
years, and we should hold our students 
accountable, our teachers accountable, 
our school boards and others account-
able through testing. So I disagreed 
with him on that premise. 

Then he added: But I will tell you 
something else. When it comes to pro-
viding the Federal resources that you 
are going to promise, I’ll bet they 
won’t be there. When the schools need 
them, they won’t get the help from the 
Federal Government to improve the 
education of our children. 

Unfortunately, as I have traveled 
around Illinois, I am afraid former Sen-
ator Paul Wellstone was right on both 
counts. We are finding more and more 
teachers and principals and school 
boards complaining that they are 
spending more and more time focusing 
on tests, doing their level best to avoid 
being branded a failing school and fac-
ing sanctions from the Federal Govern-
ment. And when they find some stu-
dents who are not meeting the test 
standards, they are hard pressed to 
come up with the tutoring that is nec-
essary, the afterschool programs or 
summer school programs to bring these 
kids back in the mainstream and to 
bring them up to the level where they 
should be. 

So what do we find in this budget 
from President Bush when it comes to 
his premier policy on education? The 
law in No Child Left Behind authorized 
$34.3 billion in funding to school dis-
tricts in this next fiscal year—$34.3 bil-
lion. The President’s budget only pro-
vides $24.9 billion. The President’s 
budget falls short by over $9 billion of 
keeping its promise to the American 
schools and people that we would give 
them a helping hand so that the kids 
could move forward in their education. 

In Illinois, a State which is facing a 
deficit, which is causing a lot of hard-
ship, we are going to lose over $250 mil-
lion which would have come to us had 
the President put in his budget a re-
quest for funds adequate to fund his 
premier policy for education. So in Illi-
nois we are facing a mandate, No Child 
Left Behind, and no funds to pay for it. 

Well, I can tell you, school districts 
around my State can think of a lot of 
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ways to help their students, ways that 
do not involve the test we are sending 
them. Unfortunately, they do not have 
the resources to deal with it. But they 
deal with the test, paid for by the Fed-
eral Government, and do not have the 
resources to help the children. 

When it comes to housing, the Presi-
dent’s budget eliminates entirely the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment’s HOPE VI Program—the 
only Federal program that focuses on 
revitalizing the Nation’s most dis-
tressed public housing developments. 
The Chicago Housing Authority re-
ceived $105 million in direct HOPE VI 
grants in fiscal year 2001 and has also 
given approval to issue another $291 
million worth of bonds. 

HOPE VI provides grants and unprec-
edented flexibility to address housing 
and social service needs. In Chicago, 
these grants were to be used to demol-
ish 4,500 aging public housing units and 
to replace 1,675 units with new ones in 
public and mixed-income housing. 

In most States, including my own 
State of Illinois, we are facing a ter-
rible housing shortage. Working fami-
lies are struggling to find safe, decent 
places to live. If we do not provide a 
helping hand to these working families, 
these families, with their children, will 
be pushed into housing situations 
which, sadly, are going to be very dif-
ficult for them to cope with. This deci-
sion by the administration to elimi-
nate HOPE VI funding, to say we can-
not afford this limited Federal com-
mitment to help with public housing, is 
going to be an expensive one. 

The President’s budget also will pro-
vide $12.7 billion in additional Federal 
funding for Medicaid between the cur-
rent fiscal year and 2009. That sounds 
good: an additional $12.7 billion for 
Medicaid, but there is a catch. The 
President’s plan requires that Medicaid 
funding remain budget neutral over a 
10-year period. In other words, in 2011, 
2012, and 2013 money going to the 
States will have to be reduced by the 
amount that they were compensated in 
higher payments early on in budget 
years. Who can believe in these out-
years the cost of medical care will go 
down? 

So as the costs go up, the States are 
going to be asked to give up money 
that was paid them years before. That 
is not going to provide health care for 
a lot of families, particularly lower in-
come families and those who cannot af-
ford health insurance—unfortunately, 
a growing class in our society.

When it comes to veterans benefits, 
for the second year in a row the Bush 
administration proposes that veterans 
pay a larger share of their health care 
costs. 

All of us come and praise veterans, as 
we should, the men and women who 
risk their lives for our country, some 
of whom I have seen recently at Walter 
Reed Hospital, and many you find re-
turning from Iraq and Afghanistan. We 
are all there at the parades to shower 
them and their families with praise for 

their contribution to America. But our 
speeches are cheap and our words are 
hollow if we do not follow through with 
support for veterans programs. 

The President, in his budget, pro-
poses increased fees for some veterans, 
including a $250 annual enrollment fee 
and an increase in monthly pharma-
ceutical copayments. Congress rejected 
both of these proposals in recent years. 
The Bush administration comes back 
demanding them in their budget. 

I might say a word, too, about the 
global AIDS commitment of the Presi-
dent. I thought the President spoke for 
this country and our values when he 
stood up a year ago in his State of the 
Union speech and said: Let’s commit 
$15 billion over a 5-year period of time 
to fight the global AIDS epidemic. But 
for the second year in a row, the Presi-
dent’s budget fails to meet his rhetor-
ical promise to the world. It falls short 
of his full commitment. 

The President proposes $2.8 billion, 
which is again short of the $3 billion 
annual commitment over 5 years. Fur-
thermore, the President’s budget pro-
poses to cut our contributions to the 
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria. He cuts it by two-
thirds, from $550 million this year to 
just $200 million in the upcoming year. 
The problem grows. Our commitment 
to it recedes and backs off. That does 
not help. 

When it comes to the environment, 
in the proposed Bush budget, the envi-
ronmental programs sustained the sec-
ond largest reduction of any section of 
the budget, after agricultural pro-
grams. For the first time since 1981—
almost 22 years now—line items for en-
vironmental programs were reduced for 
two consecutive years. 

The President’s budget will make 
taxpayers pay for even more of the cost 
of cleaning up toxic waste sites in the 
Superfund Program. Illinois has 40 
such contaminated sites that are not 
to be cleaned up because Superfund is 
broke. The President refuses to fund it, 
and the President refuses to hold the 
polluters responsible. It means that av-
erage taxpayers and families across my 
State will have to pay for pollution 
caused by industries that are let off the 
hook by the Bush budget. 

The President is asking for $1.38 bil-
lion for the Superfund Program this 
year, all of which will likely come from 
general revenues because the adminis-
tration has refused to reinstate the 
polluter pay program. 

To pay for that increase, the Presi-
dent proposes cutting clean water fund-
ing from $429 million to $94 million. 
Last year the Bush administration pro-
posed a 79-percent decrease in the same 
program. 

In agriculture, this is the area hit 
hardest by the Bush budget. This area 
sustained the largest cut with a reduc-
tion in discretionary spending of 8.1 
percent and conservation programs are 
the first casualties. That is unfortu-
nate, because preserving our soil and 
water resources are absolutely critical 

to the future of farming and critical to 
those who believe that we have a stew-
ardship responsibility for the land. 
That responsibility is not met. 

The President’s budget proposal im-
poses deep cuts in the COPS Program, 
a program started under the Clinton 
administration, which has been wildly 
successful. Cities and counties and 
local units of government, States as 
well, have come to the Federal Govern-
ment and with a very simple applica-
tion form brought more men and 
women in uniform onto the streets of 
America, making it safer. President 
Bush’s fiscal year 2005 budget proposes 
no funding specifically for the hiring of 
officers and instead provides $17.6 mil-
lion for community policing develop-
ment initiatives, whatever that means. 

Even if all of this funding were used 
to hire law enforcement and school re-
source officers, it would be a 91-percent 
cut from the fiscal year 2003 funding 
level. In Illinois, during fiscal year 
2003, COPS hiring grants provided fund-
ing for 123 full-time police officers. A 
cut of 91 percent that the President 
proposes would mean 111 fewer police 
officers patrolling Illinois neighbor-
hoods and schools. This is a step in the 
wrong direction. This program is not 
only popular; it is needed. 

When it comes to homeland security, 
we can do better than the Bush budget. 
In Illinois, 671 law enforcement agen-
cies have directly benefited from fund-
ing made available through the COPS 
Program since it was created in 1994. 
Since that time, over $410 million in 
COPS grants have been awarded to my 
State. These grants have funded 5,832 
additional police officers and deputies, 
as well as additional school resource 
officers who break up gangs and try to 
find out when children who have prob-
lems attending school have much big-
ger problems at home than even teach-
ers realize. 

The President’s 2005 budget request 
for homeland security includes $3.6 bil-
lion in the Office of Domestic Pre-
paredness. This funding request rep-
resents a 19-percent overall decrease 
from this year, when $4.4 million was 
available. So we see that in areas of 
homeland security, this budget makes 
cuts. 

I am very concerned about this budg-
et. I am also concerned about the fact 
that this is not a conservative budget. 
How can you claim to be conservative, 
as President Bush says he is, when his 
budget is swimming in more than $500 
billion worth of red ink? Let me show 
you some charts which graphically tell 
the story. 

Every minute the Bush administra-
tion spends $991,000 more than it takes 
in. A few years ago we had a budget 
surplus under the Clinton administra-
tion. The number was $236 billion. A 
few years later, under this administra-
tion, we are anticipating a deficit of 
$521 billion. So that is a swing of $757 
billion from surplus to deficit. It gets 
worse.

We have asked the President year in 
and year out: How can you justify this? 
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Look at the quotes from the President 
and this administration. He said in 
2001:

[We] can proceed with tax relief without 
fear of budget deficits. . . .

Sadly, he was wrong. 
In 2002, the President said:
[O]ur budget will run a deficit that will be 

small and short-term. . . .

That is certainly not the case. We are 
facing recordbreaking deficits. 

In 2003:
Our current deficit . . . is not large by his-

torical standards and is manageable. . . .

Wrong again. 
In 2004:
The deficit will be cut in half over the next 

five years. . . .

Clearly, he is going to be wrong again 
on that projection. 

Then you take a look at the claim 
that he will cut the budget deficit in 
half and you see that it is not credible. 
By 2009, the operating deficit is likely 
to be far larger than $237 billion. This 
is the deficit claim. This is the Social 
Security surplus which will be included 
in regular spending for our Govern-
ment so that the President reaches his 
goal nominally when, in fact, he is 
doing it at the expense of Social Secu-
rity. 

The Medicare surplus will be raided 
for $23 billion. The alternative min-
imum tax, which I predict will be the 
biggest single family tax issue this 
Congress faces over the next 5 years, to 
even fix that would cost $55 billion by 
2009. 

And then, of course, we have the ad-
ditional cost for war. Isn’t it inter-
esting that the President’s budget 
doesn’t include the cost of the war in 
Afghanistan and in Iraq, nor does it in-
clude increases in homeland security? 
So the deficit we are talking about 
doesn’t even take into account the bil-
lion dollars per week we are spending 
on that war effort. 

Let me tell you how the President 
will maintain his spending when he 
runs out of money. President Bush’s 
budget hides the full story. Every 
penny of the Social Security surplus 
will be spent by this administration 
under their proposed budget plan. The 
amount of Social Security surplus 
saved between 2005 and 2014: Zero. The 
amount of Social Security surplus 
spent in that same period of time: $2.4 
trillion. Instead of strengthening So-
cial Security and Medicare as the baby 
boomers arrive, President Bush’s budg-
et plan will make them weaker than 
ever in our history. 

Let me also take a look at what hap-
pens with the Bush budget when you 
look at the full story. The President 
said repeatedly in his State of the 
Union Address that the key to our eco-
nomic prosperity is to make his tax 
cuts permanent. I think, frankly, the 
first round of tax cuts were not advis-
able and were unwise. Not because we 
didn’t need a tax cut and a stimulus 
but because the majority of the tax 
breaks went to the wealthiest people in 

America. The President has said we 
have to continue on that course, con-
tinue to give tax breaks to the highest 
income Americans. 

Sadly, if we follow the President’s 
advice and make those tax cuts perma-
nent, take a look at what this means in 
terms of the long-term budget picture: 
a $1.6 trillion, 10-year cost to extend 
the tax cuts. How can this be sensible,
prudent, or conservative? It is a spend-
ing spree and cutting spree that fails to 
take into account the ultimate cost. 

I mentioned the cost of the AMT re-
form, the alternative minimum tax. 
Just 3 or 4 million people are currently 
paying this tax. But the way it is 
geared to take into account inflation, 
millions more will be brought in to pay 
this tax. In fact, many families are 
going to learn that they are paying 
more in alternative minimum tax than 
any other tax. You can expect to hear 
from them. The President ignores this 
reality. The cost of reform of this al-
ternative minimum tax goes through 
the roof if we don’t do this and do it 
quickly. Sadly, there is no suggestion 
that we even consider the problem. 

Incidentally, when you take a look at 
the amount provided in President 
Bush’s budget for ongoing military op-
erations in Iraq and Afghanistan and 
the war on terror, there is zero pro-
vided. So in addition to the budget doc-
ument we are considering, we will have 
a supplemental appropriations bill 
much later in the year which will add 
on more spending which we must have 
to sustain the troops in the field. How 
much: $280 billion is the anticipated 
cost between 2005 and 2014—a hidden 
cost which the Bush administration 
doesn’t want to deal with directly in 
their budget document. 

The gross Federal debt, assuming ex-
tension of Republican tax cuts on a 
permanent basis, AMT reform, and de-
fense policies, $15.1 trillion in 2014. 
What a wonderful and glorious gift we 
are leaving our children and grand-
children. We are spending them into a 
debt that, frankly, they are going to 
have to deal with for the rest of their 
natural lives. 

What do the Bush administration’s 
irresponsible fiscal policies mean? By 
2009, each person will have a share of 
the national debt which will total 
$35,283. So the President says for the 
average family: We will send you a 
check for $300 or $400 for each member 
of the family, and we will give you a 
little bit of a helping hand. 

What he doesn’t tell you is that, at 
the same time, he is mortgaging the fu-
ture of this country. For what? For tax 
cuts for wealthy people. 

How do we pay off our debt in this 
country, how do we sustain it, if we are 
spending $991,000 a minute more than 
we are bringing in as the Bush budget 
proposes? There is only one way to sus-
tain our economy and to pay off that 
debt. That is to borrow money. Which 
countries come up to the window and 
want to buy the securities to fund 
America’s debt? Take a look at the 

list. The top 10 countries holding 
America’s national debt: Japan, $526 
billion; China, $144 billion, United 
Kingdom, $112 billion. The list goes 
down the line. 

Isn’t it interesting that the countries 
that are holding our national debt in 
many instances are the same countries 
that have substantial trade surpluses 
with the United States? In fact, the 
two fit together. When China, for ex-
ample, which now has an inordinate 
trade surplus with the United States, 
wants to make good on the extra dol-
lars they have, they buy securities and 
pay off our national debt in that re-
gard. So we end up beholden to the 
banking systems in these countries 
that, frankly, are holding America’s 
debt. They have a powerful position. 
That has become a reality. In order to 
fund this debt—the largest deficit in 
our country, a debt that will grow to 
record proportions—we do two things. 
We borrow all the money in the Social 
Security trust fund and from the Medi-
care trust fund, and then we turn to 
nations around the world and ask them 
to buy the securities to sustain our 
debt. That is the future which the 
President is suggesting to us. 

During the course of the State of the 
Union Address, the President said at 
one point—I remember it well—that 
manufacturing jobs are increasing. I 
can say to the President, whether it is 
the State of Illinois or Iowa or Michi-
gan, manufacturing jobs are not in-
creasing. They are increasing in China. 
We have lost 20 percent of our manu-
facturing jobs in the last 5 years, and 
in Illinois there is no end in sight. 

Sadly, as you see the shrinking of 
our economy in each State, with more 
than 3 million jobs lost under the Bush 
administration, you understand that 
we are not only spending ourselves into 
long-term debt, we are not getting 
what is essential for America, and that 
is strengthening our economic base, 
making certain that our schools are 
the best, that we are training our chil-
dren for the quality jobs of the future, 
making certain businesses have a help-
ing hand from Government to help 
meet their health insurance obliga-
tions to employees, making certain 
that our trade laws are enforced in a 
fair way. 

I am a Democratic Senator who has 
voted for free trade in the past. I be-
lieve globalization is as inevitable as 
gravity. But we have to understand 
that simply entering into a trade 
agreement is no assurance that the 
other party—other country in this 
case—will live up to the terms of the 
agreement. We have seen case after 
case—steel is a classic example, where 
countries such as Brazil, Japan, and 
Russia started dumping steel in the 
U.S. By ‘‘dumping,’’ I mean selling it 
at lower than the cost of production. 
They were not only trying to bring in 
dollars from the U.S.; they were trying 
to close down the American steel in-
dustry. Sadly, they were successful, to 
some extent. 
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What does it mean today to us to 

have fewer steel companies and fewer 
steelmaking jobs? Let me give you one 
illustration. Today, in Iraq, there are 
8,400 Humvees that our troops are using 
in the field. These 8,400 vehicles are 
special problems for us because they 
are not equipped with armored plating. 
If you go to Walter Reed and meet the 
amputees and injured soldiers, many 
will tell you: Senator, do something to 
make the Humvees safer. 

So when I went to the Department of 
the Army and said, ‘‘What are you 
going to do about the armored doors 
needed on Humvees?’’ they said, ‘‘It is 
our highest priority.’’ I asked them 
how they would make them. They said 
they are going to turn to arsenals in 
Rock Island and Anniston Depot and 
contract it out. I asked: How long will 
it take to make 8,400 armored doors 
and get them there as quickly as pos-
sible to protect our soldiers? They said: 
If we work night and day, we can get it 
done in 1 year. One year? During World 
War II, we were building bombers every 
12 hours and ships every 30 days, and 
we need a year to build 8,400 sets of 
doors to protect these Humvees? 

I was incredulous and asked why. 
They said: Senator, we only have one 
steelmaking plant left in America, 
which is in Pennsylvania, which has 
the capacity to make the steel we need 
for the armor on these doors. There is 
one left in America. 

When countries violate trade agree-
ments and dump steel in the U.S., ruin 
our steel industry, close down the busi-
nesses, kill the jobs, endanger retiree 
benefits—after that happens, we find 
ourselves in this situation where we 
need steel, the best in the world need it 
desperately, and we cannot make it in 
the U.S. 

When the President talks about a 
strong America in the future, it in-
volves education and job training and 
helping businesses pay for health insur-
ance but also enforcing trade agree-
ments. I supported the President’s tar-
iffs on steel as the only way to answer 
this dumping of steel. Are we going to 
quit now, since the WTO has threat-
ened they will impose $2 billion in tar-
iffs? I hope not. Frankly, I think we 
need to take a more aggressive stand 
when it comes to building our economy 
and jobs for the future. 

Don’t tell me we are in a recovery. A 
jobless recovery is no recovery at all. 
Families who are still unemployed and 
cannot meet the basic obligations to 
keep their families together are not 
families that are better off just because 
productivity is higher in America. We 
need a stronger economy that has good 
growth, including jobs. Right now, we 
are far from it. The Bush budget 
doesn’t move us in that direction. It is 
not a credible budget, a compassionate 
budget; it is not a conservative budget; 
it is a testament to a failed economic 
policy, where the U.S. economy is not 
back on its feet, where we continue to 
see people losing their jobs, where 
good-paying jobs are going overseas, 
and little or nothing is being done. 

That will be an issue which drives 
this electorate in this election, as it 
should. As we review the budget, I hope 
Members of Congress will step back 
and realize that making tax cuts for 
the wealthy permanent policy in this 
country will guarantee weakness in So-
cial Security and Medicare for genera-
tions to come. If that is the reason my 
colleagues believe they came to the 
Senate, then they should stand and 
cheer this budget. But if they feel a 
special obligation, as I do and many 
colleagues do, to Social Security and 
Medicare, we should demand more.

How can you claim to be conserv-
ative when your budget is swimming in 
more than $500 billion worth of red 
ink? The President is proposing a pal-
try $53 billion in revenue-raising meas-
ures to offset the budget’s $1.3 trillion 
in tax cuts. And he’s proposing changes 
in the budget process that will make it 
harder to increase spending on impor-
tant social programs down the road 
while failing to place similar con-
straints on Congress’s ability to extend 
tax giveaways to the rich. 

The cost of extending the tax cuts 
alone will reach $1.6 trillion between 
2005–2014. Before the end of this fiscal 
year, Congress will have to raise the 
debt ceiling—currently at $7.4 trillion 
once again. The continuation of the ad-
ministration’s policies could produce a 
national debt of greater than $15 tril-
lion by 2014. Is this fiscal conserv-
atism? 

Even the unofficial voice of the right 
seems shocked by the fiscal irrespon-
sibility of this administration. Talk 
show host Rush Limbaugh weighed in 
on the gloomy fiscal picture painted by 
this budget on his nationally broadcast 
radio program. ‘‘Bush has outspent 
Clinton,’’ Limbaugh told listeners last 
Thursday. ‘‘I hate to say this; I’m sorry 
folks.’’

And how can you claim to be credible 
when you increase funding for missions 
to outer space, provide even more tax 
breaks for the wealthy but cut money 
for community oriented policing, for 
higher education and for critical trans-
portation projects? 

In 2000, our Nation had a $236 billion 
surplus; in 4 short years, the Bush ad-
ministration has managed to turn that 
into a deficit for the current fiscal year 
that they project to be $521 billion. 
CBO estimates the fiscal year 2004 def-
icit will be closer to $477 billion. Either 
way, that is a striking turn of events, 
and neither figure tells the full story. 
Once Social Security is factored out of 
the budget, the OMB’s fiscal year 2004 
projected deficit soars to $675 billion. 

The President claims his budget will 
cut the deficit in half in 3 years. This 
promise speaks directly to the credi-
bility gap facing this administration. 
The President simply isn’t leveling 
with the American people; we’ve heard 
this story before. 

In 2001, the President, upon inher-
iting a fiscally sound house, told us 
that ‘‘we can proceed with tax relief 
without fear of budget deficits.’’ He 
was wrong. 

In 2002, when it was clear that this 
wasn’t the case, he told us that ‘‘our 
budget will run a deficit that will be 
small and short-term.’’ Wrong again. 

In 2003, he said, ‘‘Our current deficit 
is not large by historical standards and 
is manageable.’’ Once again, wrong. 

Now he is promising to cut the def-
icit by half over the next 3 years and is 
focusing his deficit reduction plan on 
limiting domestic discretionary spend-
ing. That is not a credible solution. 
Growth in domestic discretionary 
spending has been almost non-existent 
over the past 2 years. Out-of-control 
spending did not cause these record 
deficits. The President’s irresponsible 
tax cuts for the wealthiest Americans 
did. 

The OMB’s estimates were $134 bil-
lion greater than the estimates the 
Bush administration used to build sup-
port for the program in Congress. 
Democrats in the House are calling for 
an investigation into when the Presi-
dent knew that the number would be 
much higher than the one used during 
deliberations. 

The $521 figure is slightly inflated. 
No one else is this high. CBO is $477 bil-
lion. The $521 includes $20 billion in 
lower revenue estimates for fiscal year 
2004 just to be ‘‘careful.’’ This would 
certainly make it easier to cut the def-
icit in half if the baseline from which 
you are cutting is artificially inflated 
tens of billions of dollars higher than 
anyone else’s estimates of that base-
line. 

Another component of the credibility 
gap is that the President is engaged in 
a high-stakes shell game, shifting the 
actual responsibility for paying for his 
policies until after he has left town and 
hiding their true costs from sight in 
the current budget. 

The administration provides no esti-
mates of the cumulative 10-year deficit 
in this budget, thus masking the real 
long-term costs of these policies. 
Groups on the right and the left have 
estimated that the administration’s 
policies will add over $5 trillion to the 
federal debt over the next 10 years. 

The budget does not include the full 
cost of the supplemental spending in 
Iraq that was passed last year, some of 
which will take place during this fiscal 
year. We know we will be in Iraq. Why 
isn’t all of this money included in the 
DOD budget? 

Furthermore, the CBO says that as 
late as 2009, we may still face tens of 
billions in costs to fight terrorism. 
Yet, these funds are not included in the 
budget either. The President has added 
$250 billion in supplemental requests 
since taking office; we can certainly 
expect more of these in the future. 

The President’s budget ignores the 
impeding retirement of the baby 
boomers, and fails to factor in the full 
cost of the Alternative Minimum Tax 
relief he requests in this budget. 

Finally, despite promising during 
this campaign to make Social Security 
solvent, the administration’s budget 
proposals will use every penny of the 
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Social Security surplus over the next 
10 years to pay the bills we are racking 
up today.

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I will re-
spond to my colleague from Illinois. 
First, regarding the budget deficit, and 
comments made earlier regarding in-
telligence issues, I will find it inter-
esting to see whether those who are so 
concerned about the Federal budget 
deficit will back up their words with 
actions by voting against runaway 
spending. 

Alan Greenspan, head of the Federal 
Reserve, says the biggest problem is 
that Congress cannot restrain its bad 
spending habits. So for colleagues such 
as the Senator from Illinois—will they 
vote against the $30 billion in subsidies 
in the energy bill? Will they vote 
against twice that much in unpaid for 
highway funding—that is to say, un-
paid for in the highway trust fund? It 
will be interesting to see how those 
who complain about the deficits actu-
ally vote when it comes to adding to 
the deficit. 

Remember that last year, when we 
had a whole series of votes, when the 
Republican majority finally got a 
budget passed, we had to defeat a whole 
series of amendments by our Demo-
cratic colleagues—we usually got 51 or 
52 votes—because almost all of the 
members of the Democratic Caucus 
voted in favor of spending more money 
in these amendments. We defeated 
something like $88 billion in spending 
amendments offered by our Democratic 
colleagues. Thank goodness we did. 
That amounted to over a trillion dol-
lars in savings over the 10-year period 
of the budget. 

So for my Democratic colleagues to 
complain about spending and budget 
deficits and then go on and vote for the 
projects that they can brag about back 
home, I think that at least is—shall we 
call it a dichotomy, in any event. 

What about this business of tax cuts 
for the wealthy? Actually, I have some 
statistics here which I think are inter-
esting. It shows that the reduction of 
the tax rate, the top marginal rate—
these are the ‘‘wealthy’’ that our 
Democratic colleague spoke about—ac-
tually, mostly helps small 
businessowners, the very people who 
create the bulk of the jobs in this coun-
try. 

You cannot have it both ways, my 
friends. You cannot complain on the 
one hand that we are cutting taxes for 
the people who create the jobs and then 
complain we are not doing anything to 
create jobs. That is just exactly what 
the tax rate reductions on the highest 
marginal rate accomplished. About 78 
percent of that savings went to small 
businessowners. These are the people 
who pay at the top individual rate. 
They are subchapter S corporations or 
partnerships; we call them flowthrough 
entities, which pay at the top indi-
vidual tax rate. They are small busi-
ness employers. Sixty-two percent of 
the income tax filers in the top bracket 
are small businessowners, and 98 per-

cent of the companies are small busi-
nesses. 

According to the Small Business Ad-
ministration, 75 percent of all of the 
new jobs are created by small busi-
nesses, which would suggest that small 
businesses created over 2 million of the 
2.8 million jobs added since the start of 
2002. How were these small businesses 
able to create those jobs? They had the 
capital to invest to do so. How did they 
get the capital? We cut their marginal 
income tax rates. Again, they received, 
by far and away, over three-fourths of 
all the relief that went to the top fil-
ers, the small businessowners, by cut-
ting that rate. 

Tax cut for the rich? No. It was for 
the small businessowners to create the 
jobs that have gotten our economy 
moving again.

Let’s recall who actually pays the 
taxes in this country. These are Inter-
nal Revenue figures, I might add. The 
top 1 percent of taxpayers pays over a 
third of all of the taxes. One-third of 
all the taxes are paid by 1 percent of 
our population. The top 5 percent of 
the taxpayers pay over half, 53.4 per-
cent. So just the top 5 out of 100 are 
paying more than half of all the in-
come taxes in the country. The top 10 
percent pay about 65 percent—in other 
words, almost two-thirds. 

How much does the top 50 percent 
pay? Ninety-six percent. In other 
words, the bottom 50 percent of tax-
payers in this country pay less than 4 
percent of the taxes. So divide the tax-
payers in this country into two parts. 
One of our Democratic colleagues run-
ning for President is fond of saying 
there are two Americas out there: the 
wealthy and not so wealthy. 

Let’s take the top 50 percent and the 
bottom 50 percent. The top 50 percent 
is paying 96 percent of the taxes, and 
the bottom 50 percent is paying less 
than 4 percent of the taxes. Naturally, 
if we are going to give a tax cut to tax-
payers, you are going to be cutting the 
taxes of those who are paying most of 
the taxes. But I wouldn’t call these 
people all rich. 

As a matter of fact, if you look at the 
categories, the top 50 percent makes 
$28,528. I wouldn’t call that rich. How 
about the top 25 percent? We ought to 
be getting into the rich category here: 
$56,000 income a year. Raising a family 
of four, that is not exactly a big in-
come these days. You can get by on it, 
but I wouldn’t call those people 
wealthy or ‘‘the rich.’’ 

I think we have to be a little bit 
careful. And I know my colleagues 
wouldn’t do this, but there are those 
outside this Chamber who would dem-
agog this issue saying it is all about di-
viding America between the wealthy 
and the deserving, the so-called middle 
class. 

We appreciate the fact that America 
is made up of every stripe of folks, and 
they all contribute in one way or an-
other, but when it comes to creating 
jobs, it turns out if you reduce the 
highest marginal rate, which is what 

we did, what we have done is to reduce 
the rate for small businesses which 
have created the jobs that have gotten 
the economy going again. That is the 
effect of the tax relief that was rec-
ommended by President Bush and this 
Congress approved. 

I suggest we give a little credit to the 
President for helping to stimulate the 
economy, create jobs, provide eco-
nomic growth that is unparalleled. We 
had over 8 percent growth in the third 
quarter last year, and 4 percent in the 
last quarter. The stock market is doing 
very well. 

It seems to me the message ought to 
be one of hope; that we have turned 
this recession around; that we have re-
duced taxes. As a result, we are cre-
ating jobs and actually things are look-
ing pretty good. 

If our Democratic colleagues would 
like to help us keep a lid on spending, 
then stop voting for every amendment 
that spends more money. It is pretty 
much that simple, Mr. President.

f 

EXCERPTS FROM DAVID KAY 
TESTIMONY 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, with respect 
to the other subject which I wish to 
briefly deal with, this afternoon sev-
eral of our Democratic colleagues have 
criticized the President and the admin-
istration and invoked the name of 
David Kay, a weapons inspector, to 
make the point that they claim proves 
the administration somehow misled 
the American people and the rest of the 
world in making the case for taking 
military action against Iraq. That is 
not true. I think it is time people start 
quoting David Kay properly to see just 
exactly what he said. I am briefly 
going to do that. 

I have a few excerpts from his testi-
mony before the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee on January 28 of this 
year. Senator MCCAIN asked him this 
question:

[Y]ou agree with the fundamental principle 
here that what we did was justified and en-
hances the security of the world by removing 
Saddam Hussein from power?

David Kay:
Absolutely.

Senator KENNEDY asked this inter-
esting question:

Many of us feel that the evidence so far 
leads to only one conclusion: that what has 
happened was more than a failure of intel-
ligence, it was the result of manipulation of 
the intelligence to justify a decision to go to 
war. . . .

David Kay responding:
All I can say is if you read the total body 

of intelligence in the last 12 to 15 years that 
flowed on Iraq, I quite frankly think it would 
be hard to come to a conclusion other than 
Iraq was a gathering, serious threat to the 
world with regard to WMD.

And WMD, as we know, is weapons of 
mass destruction. 

How about its violations of the 
United Nations resolutions? Somehow 
the impression has been created that 
maybe it was just a fraud, that Iraq 
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really wasn’t in violation of those reso-
lutions, that somehow the weapons of 
mass destruction never existed. Here is 
what David Kay said:

In my judgment, based on the work that 
has been done to this point of the Iraq Sur-
vey Group, and in fact, that I reported to you 
in October, Iraq was in clear violation of the 
terms of Resolution 1441. Resolution 1441 re-
quired that Iraq report all of its activities: 
one last chance to come clean about what it 
had. We have discovered hundreds of cases, 
based on both documents, physical evidence, 
and the testimony of Iraqis, of activities 
that were prohibited under the initial U.N. 
Resolution 687 and that should have been re-
ported under 1441, with Iraqi testimony that 
not only did they not tell the U.N. about 
this, they were instructed not to do it, and 
they hid material.

Going on:
Iraq was in clear material violation of 1441. 

They maintained programs and activities, 
and they certainly had the intentions at a 
point to resume their program. So there was 
a lot they wanted to hide because it showed 
what they were doing was illegal. I hope we 
find even more evidence of that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, if we are 
going to be quoting David Kay and 
talking about the state of our intel-
ligence, go to the transcript and 
present a more fair and balanced pic-
ture than has been done today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

f 

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
appreciate my colleague from Arizona 
talking about some of the statements 
that have been said on the floor today 
and really setting the record straight, 
which I think is very important. 

I would like to continue to talk 
about the President’s budget. I heard 
people say the budget is too much; we 
are going to have bigger deficits. And 
then I hear people say: Oh, but it is not 
compassionate; we are not spending 
enough. 

What the President of the United 
States has submitted to Congress in a 
budget is very bold, but it is also very 
simple. The President of the United 
States is doing what every family and 
every small business would do when 
they are in a budget crunch, when their 
revenues are not meeting their expend-
itures. He is prioritizing the spending. 

He put as his very first priority the 
national defense of this country. He 
raised the spending from last year on 
national defense by 7 percent. He made 
a priority the homeland security of our 
country, protecting our homeland. He 
increased spending 10 percent on home-
land security needs. 

He decreased the growth in spending. 
We never decrease spending in Wash-
ington, DC. He holds discretionary 
spending to below 4 percent and non-
security-related spending to .5 per-
cent—less than the rate of inflation. 

The President is saying we are going 
to prioritize our family budget just 

like families all over our country are 
doing. We are going to protect our 
country in national defense, we are 
going to protect the citizens of our 
country in homeland defense, and we 
are going to cut back in areas that are 
not absolutely necessary. 

I wish to talk about what the Presi-
dent has done and let the people of our 
country decide who is being responsible 
in our budgeting. 

He advances the ongoing efforts in 
the war on terror by providing $1.2 bil-
lion for rebuilding Afghanistan, con-
tinuing to build the broad coalition. 
NATO is now in Afghanistan in force to 
try to defeat that center of terrorism 
where the Taliban took hold and was 
helping al-Qaida. We are making the 
commitment and keeping our word in 
Afghanistan. 

There is $5.7 billion in military and 
economic assistance to front-line 
States supporting the United States in 
the war on terror. 

The President is strengthening and 
transforming our defense capabilities 
by providing $402 billion for the De-
partment of Defense, an overall 7 per-
cent increase. The President’s budget 
is providing a 3.5 percent pay raise for 
our military personnel; improving 
housing, which is something that I as 
the chairman of the Military Construc-
tion Subcommittee in the Appropria-
tions Committee want to do, working 
with the President to assure that we 
have a quality of life improvement for 
our military personnel who are on the 
front lines every day protecting our 
country and in harm’s way in many in-
stances. 

He also provides a 10 percent increase 
in homeland security. We are providing 
$5.3 billion for the Transportation Se-
curity Agency, a 20 percent increase; 
$6.2 billion for the Coast Guard, a 9 per-
cent increase, because the Coast Guard 
is being called on today to step up to 
the plate to patrol our borders and our 
shores. They are doing a great job and 
we are making sure they have the ca-
pability to do that job. 

It doubles the level of first responder 
preparedness grants, targeting the high 
threat areas that face greater risk. 
These are the policemen, the fire-
fighters, the front line first responders 
who can save lives if we have another 
terrorist attack. In many instances, it 
is those people who are outside our 
Senate Chamber today working on per-
haps a new terrorist attack that has 
occurred in the Senate as we speak. 
The first responders are there trying to 
go through our buildings, gathering the 
unopened mail to see if there is any 
more of this ricin that was found in the 
Dirksen Office Building. We need to 
prepare those first responders so that 
everyone in America who might be vul-
nerable will also have an immediate re-
sponse with trained personnel. 

It protects our food supply by pro-
viding $553 million, a 180 percent in-
crease in funds for a new agriculture 
and food defense initiative; $274 million 
for a new vital surveillance initiative; 

$5.1 billion, an 11 percent increase, for 
the FBI, to make sure we have the 
counterterrorism effort that our FBI 
can give. 

So these are the defense initiatives 
and the homeland security initiatives 
the President of the United States is 
providing for our country. That is ex-
actly what I hoped he would do, focus 
on the big things that only the Federal 
Government can do to secure our coun-
try. That is his first responsibility, and 
he met the first responsibility in the 
budget that is being criticized today. 

Let us talk about the discretionary 
spending. Where are we putting the pri-
orities in discretionary spending? We 
are cutting back on the increases in 
discretionary spending but we are hold-
ing the priorities that are so impor-
tant. We initiate a job creation plan. 
We are looking at an economic recov-
ery that is just in its initial stages, but 
we have not seen the jobs yet. The 
President is very concerned about peo-
ple not having jobs. We are talking 
about a $250 million grant program for 
our Nation’s community colleges. 
These are the places where we can 
train for jobs in the future. These are 
places where we can train for the high-
demand occupations that are identified 
as the places where we can put people 
to work if they have the training. 

Our community colleges are the un-
sung heroes and heroines in our coun-
try because they can put people back 
to work with training. They can take 
people who have lost jobs in one sector 
and train them for something else. 
There is $333 million to help students 
make the transition from high school 
to college. 

He provides for a national energy pol-
icy, one of our best job creators, to en-
sure affordable, reliable energy supply; 
upgrading our Nation’s electrical grid 
so we will not have blackouts and 
brownouts in any part of our country; 
promoting energy efficiency and in-
creasing domestic energy production, 
which will protect the environment 
and put people back to work. 

The budget will also spur job cre-
ation by providing more than $20 bil-
lion in small business lending and eq-
uity programs. Small businesses are 
the economic engine of our country. If 
we free small businesses and help them 
with the capital they need to expand 
their businesses and grow, we will be 
able to create the jobs that will sta-
bilize our country. 

So through the President’s budget we 
are trying to increase job creation in 
our country. We will not have a true 
recovery if we have a jobless recovery. 
The President understands and knows 
that, and he is trying to make sure we 
address that very important issue. 

Let us talk about education. Presi-
dent Bush is the education President. 
He wants to make the commitments 
that will allow every child to reach his 
or her full potential in our country. His 
budget increases title I funding by $1 
billion, 52 percent more than in 2001; it 
provides $1 billion more for special edu-
cation, a 75 percent increase since 2001; 
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it increases funding for early reading 
programs, a 12 percent increase over 
just last year. The President knows 
that if you can catch a child early, you 
will be able to correct that child’s 
reading problems and allow that child 
to absorb the education that allows the 
child then to reach his or her full po-
tential. The budget helps 5 million stu-
dents pursue postsecondary education 
by providing $12.9 billion in Pell 
grants, an $856 million increase. 

He is fulfilling his promise to in-
crease the funding for historically 
black colleges and universities, minor-
ity-serving institutions, by 30 percent, 
$394 million by 2005. That is this year’s 
budget. It provides $57 billion in direct 
and guaranteed student loans to post-
secondary students and reforms higher 
education student aid by raising loan 
limits for first year students, expand-
ing options to offer courses online and 
increasing loan forgiveness for those 
teaching certain subjects in high pov-
erty schools, a great trade, a win for 
everyone. If we can put teachers in 
schools that have teacher shortages 
and forgive student loans, we will 
make up the interest that would be 
paid on those student loans by giving 
more children a chance for a quality 
education. 

So how can one say the President is 
not doing right by education when he 
is focusing on the increases in spending 
in education that will fund No Child 
Left Behind, the act we passed to try 
to increase options for education so 
that our public school education can 
compete with private school education 
and give parents all the choices they 
could possibly need to do the best for 
their children? 

We know every parent has the dream 
for his or her child that that child will 
be able to get a great education and 
send that child off into America, into 
the world, fully ready to earn a living, 
raise a family, and have a good life. 

Let us talk about health care. Let us 
talk about what the President’s prior-
ities are in the budget in health care. 
The President expands health care cov-
erage by making it more affordable for 
small businesses to purchase coverage 
for employees through association 
health care plans. It is very important 
that we lower the number of uninsured 
Americans. We can do that by making 
health care coverage available to small 
businesses that want to cover their em-
ployees and help their employees but 
they cannot afford the premiums if 
they are a small business. If we can 
pass association health care plans, as 
the President has requested us to do, 
we can take millions of Americans off 
the uninsured rolls. That is what we 
are asking our colleagues to help the 
President do. 

It implements the prescription drug 
discount card to give immediate dis-
counts of 10 to 25 percent to card-
holders. In the next couple of months, 
our seniors will be able to take those 
prescription cards and buy drugs with a 
10 to 25 percent discount. So that is im-

mediate help. That is while we are also 
building up a system that will give 
even better choices and more options 
for prescription drug coverage to our 
seniors. The President’s budget will 
give $600 annually in immediate assist-
ance to low-income individuals to pay 
for prescription drugs. So the low-in-
come people are going to get that $600 
direct, immediate assistance. And then 
the drug benefit plan should be imple-
mented by 2006. 

The President does provide incen-
tives in his budget that will provide 
immediate help for our seniors for pre-
scription drug discounts now, and to 
work toward the options that will pro-
vide real help for a prescription drug 
benefit for our seniors. 

Environment: The President has sev-
eral things in his budget to enhance 
the Nation’s supply of clean, affordable 
energy by increasing funding for clean 
energy resources, by trying to have 
more research into hydrogen and fuel 
cell research and development. He 
wants a zero emissions coal fuel power-
plant and he wants to fund develop-
ment of that in this budget he is pre-
senting. 

He presents the President’s Healthy 
Forests Initiative to prevent the cata-
strophic wildfires we saw raging 
through western America. It was just 
horrible to see what was happening in 
California this last year, the forest 
fires that were raging and taking peo-
ple’s homes as well as their property. 
The President has a $58 million in-
crease to remove excess wood and 
brush that fuel these fires. 

He would accelerate the Great Lakes 
cleanup by providing $45 million, a 
fivefold increase over previous levels to 
clean up the Great Lakes. 

He tackles the remaining Superfund 
sites. We all know the toughest sites to 
clean up are these Superfund sites. But 
he is willing to take this on and in-
crease, by 50 percent, the funding for 
Superfund cleanup so we will be able to 
get a handle on the worst environ-
mental hazardous areas that we have 
in our country. 

I have heard all the talks on the Sen-
ate floor today that have criticized the 
President’s budget. I think the Presi-
dent has a balanced budget. He is 
prioritizing where we need to 
prioritize. He is providing for the na-
tional defense for our country. He is 
providing for the homeland security of 
our country. He is putting the money 
in education. He is putting the money 
into job creation and job training, and 
he is helping to meet the health care 
costs of our senior citizens and people 
who work for small businesses. 

Our President presented to Congress 
a balanced budget. Everybody can find 
something to criticize, something they 
would not prioritize the same way. But 
the President is leading and the Presi-
dent has presented us a budget that 
will cut the deficit in half in 5 years 
while maintaining the homeland secu-
rity and defense our people have asked 
him to provide. I think we should work 

with the President to pass this budget 
and have some budget authority that 
will keep us from overspending and in-
creasing the deficit further. 

Mr. President, this should be a team, 
not a critical debating society. We 
should be teaming together to help 
America get through the war on ter-
rorism, fund our priorities, cut the 
deficits, and be responsible to the peo-
ple who elected us, as the President is 
trying to do. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I will have 

a few remarks at the close on what has 
been a difficult day, but very positive 
in many ways as we have come to-
gether and faced the challenges before 
this body and have been able to con-
duct very productive and very useful 
business over the course of the day in 
spite of a major distraction on the out-
side that was magnified and illustrated 
by the fact that three Senate office 
buildings closed and people do not have 
access to a lot of the papers in their 
own offices. In spite of that, we are 
continuing the Nation’s business in a 
very productive way.

f 

COMMENDING A FLORIDA 
IMMIGRATION OFFICER 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I thank the leaders for giving me 
this time. I want to have the Senate 
recognize an American citizen who, 
very likely, prevented the entry into 
the United States of what is suspected 
as the 20th hijacker. I want to tell you 
this story about this immigration offi-
cer, who is at the Orlando Inter-
national Airport. His name is Jose 
Melendez Perez. 

Mr. Melendez, a little more than a 
month before the attacks on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, denied entry into the 
United States at the Orlando Airport of 
a Saudi national who had arrived at 
the airport from the Middle East by 
way of London. Federal authorities 
now believe that this man, Mohamed 
al-Qahtani, was the missing 20th hi-
jacker. He was later captured in Af-
ghanistan. He is now being held in 
Guantanamo Bay, a place I have just 
visited with our four-star general, Gen-
eral Hill, just before Christmas to have 
Christmas dinner with our troops who 
are conducting that operation there. 

This story is quite an interesting 
story. It is beginning to get a flurry of 
recognition, and that is just recogni-
tion for this great American. The fact 
is, he was just doing his job, but he was 
so expert in it that he stopped the 
entry into the United States of this 
person. He alertly denied al-Qahtani 
entry into the Orlando Airport based 
on a combination of indicators that 
suggested he was up to no good. Mr. 
Melendez’s experience, training, and 
instincts served our Nation very well. 

It is interesting that what he told 
me, when I met with him last Friday to 
congratulate him, was that he just got 
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a feeling about this guy as he was re-
ferred to Mr. Melendez for secondary 
questioning, since he did not speak 
English. After questioning al-Qahtani 
and discovering many holes in his 
story—holes about why he was there, 
how long he was going to stay, who was 
going to meet him—and it is thought, 
very possibly, that it was the hijacker 
pilot of the first plane that went into 
the World Trade Center who was the 
guy upstairs to pick him up—Mohamed 
Atta. We don’t know that for sure. But 
also there was the fact that he didn’t 
have a return ticket or enough cash to 
purchase one. 

After having that uneasy feeling 
about none of these answers and a very 
belligerent manner, by the way, by the 
man being questioned, Mr. Melendez 
put it into his own hands to make the 
decision that he was going to have him 
arrested, put into detention, and sent 
back the next day on a plane. By refus-
ing al-Qahtani entry into the country, 
Mr. Melendez very well may have 
helped save many additional lives on 
September 11. 

So this is a proud professionalism in 
the Immigration Service which so 
often gets nothing but complaints. I 
think it is time for us to stand up and 
salute Mr. Melendez and his service. He 
modestly protested to me last Friday 
that he was only doing his job. But we 
know because of the replicated actions 
of folks like him being done every day, 
not only in our Border Patrol and other 
immigration activities, but in the 
State Department and in decisions 
being made as to whether or not to 
grant a visa in embassies around this 
country, and with all of our intel-
ligence services as they are making 
these decisions day by day, hour by 
hour, it is working to protect us. 

Mr. Melendez has shown us what cor-
rect protection of our borders looks 
like. Now we want to rededicate and
congratulate all of the hard-working 
colleagues at the Department of Home-
land Security. We want to provide 
them with the resources they need to 
protect our borders and the ports of 
entry. Dedicated security personnel are 
not there to make travel more dif-
ficult; they are there to make us safer. 
Mr. Melendez in this instance appar-
ently prevented the compounding of a 
national tragedy on September 11, 2 
years ago. 

Mr. President, I thank you for the 
opportunity that I could recognize a 
wonderful American, an American who 
spent 27 years in the U.S. Army. 

When Mr. Melendez retired, he de-
cided to continue his Federal service, 
in this case with the Immigration 
Service. He is a wonderful American 
who has a big family centered in Or-
lando, with nine grandchildren spread 
over several cities and some back in his 
native Puerto Rico. 

I am very proud today to share his 
story so our colleagues in the Senate 
might also recognize his brand of mod-
est heroism. 

I thank the Chair.

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

ANGEL ARELLANO 

∑ Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to recognize Angel Arellano’s 
efforts in raising funds for the Chaffee 
Zoo in Fresno, CA. 

On Thanksgiving Day, after listening 
to a family conversation about the 
Chaffee Zoo’s financial struggles, 
Angel Arellano, a 9-year-old girl from 
Fresno, CA, wrote a letter to the editor 
of the Fresno Bee. Her letter contained 
$1.00 and urged all Fresno residents to 
match her donation to help pay for the 
Chaffee Zoo’s much needed repairs. 
Miss Arellano’s letter expressed her an-
guish at the animals’ precarious fu-
ture. She wrote that the animals de-
served food, water, and a warm home. 
Her plea sparked a movement to save 
the zoo. Her heartfelt letter caught the 
attention of past and present Fresno 
residents, inspiring thousands of indi-
viduals to send donations, ranging 
from $1.00 to $10,000.00. Currently, total 
pledges and donations have reached 
nearly $180,000.00 and have come from 
as far away as Great Britain. 

Angel Arellano’s concern motivated 
people in Fresno and around the world 
to help save a Fresno institution. Her 
letter conjured memories of past visits 
to the zoo and reminded people of the 
joy felt by children when visiting with 
family while spending a Sunday in the 
sunshine, enjoying one of Fresno’s 
treasures. 

Angel is a wonderful example of one 
person making a difference. To her, I 
say thank you. She has set a great ex-
ample for all of us.∑

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 9:48 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House insist upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 1920) to 
extend for 6 months the period for 
which chapter 12 of title 11 of the 
United States Code is reenacted, and 
ask a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. Ordered, That the following 
Members be the managers of the con-
ference on the part of the House: 

From the Committee on the Judici-
ary, for consideration of the bill and 
the House amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, Mr. HYDE, Mr. SMITH 
of Texas, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. CANNON, Ms. 
HART, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. 
NADLER, and Mr. WATT of North Caro-
lina. 

From the Committee on Financial 
Services, for consideration of sections 
901–906, 908–909, 911, and 1301–1309 of the 
House amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Mr. OXLEY, 
Mr. BAUCUS, and Mr. SANDERS.

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 11054 of the Anti-
trust Modernization Commission Act of 
2002 (15 U.S.C. 1 note), and the order of 
the House of December 8, 2003, the 
Speaker appoints the following mem-
bers on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the Antitrust Mod-
ernization. 

Commission: Mr. Donald G. Kempf, 
Jr., of New York, New York; Mr. John 
L. Warden of New York, New York.

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC–6027. A communication from the Audi-
tor of the District of Columbia, transmit-
ting, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year Annual 
Report on Advisory Neighborhood Commis-
sions’’; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

EC–6028. A communication from the Audi-
tor of the District of Columbia, transmit-
ting, a report entitled ‘‘Audit of Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission 3C for Fiscal 
Years 1999 Through 2003 as of March 31, 2003’’; 
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6029. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Corporation’s 2003 Annual Report; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6030. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–238, ‘‘Comprehensive 
Housing Strategy Act of 2003’’ received on 
January 13, 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–6031. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–239, ‘‘Nurse Staffing 
Agency Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 
2004; to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–6032. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–240, ‘‘Authorization of the 
Spending of the Commercial Trust Fund 
Temporary Act of 2003’’ received on January 
13, 2004; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

EC–6033. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–241, ‘‘Freedom Forum 
Newseum Real Property Tax Exemption and 
Equitable Real Property Tax Relief Tem-
porary Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 
2004; to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 
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EC–6034. A communication from the Chair-

man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–242, ‘‘Tax Increment Fi-
nancing Reauthorization Date Temporary 
Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6035. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–243, ‘‘Emmaus Rehabilita-
tion Project Real Property Exemption Tem-
porary Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 
2004; to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–6036. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–244, ‘‘PSA Restructuring 
Council Review Temporary Act of 2003’’ re-
ceived on January 13, 2004; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6037. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–245, ‘‘Presidential Pri-
mary Petition and Filing Waiver Temporary 
Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6038. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–246, ‘‘Unemployment 
Compensation Funds Appropriation Author-
ization Temporary Act of 2003’’ received on 
January 13, 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–6039. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–247, ‘‘Eastern Avenue 
Tour Bus Parking Temporary Act of 2003’’ 
received on January 13, 2004; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6040. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–248, ‘‘Freedom of Informa-
tion Legislative Records Clarification Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on 
January 13, 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–6041. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–249, ‘‘Medical Support Es-
tablishment and Enforcement Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on Janu-
ary 13, 2004; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC–6042. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–250, ‘‘Charity Auction 
Sales Tax Exemption Temporary Act of 2003’’ 
received on January 13, 2004; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6043. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–251, ‘‘Income From Dis-
crimination Exclusion Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 
2004; to the Committee on Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–6044. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director for Administration and Infor-
mation Management, Office of Government 
Ethics, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a vacancy for the position of Direc-
tor, Office of Government Ethics; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6045. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Selective Service, transmitting, a re-
port submitted in accordance with the Fed-
eral Managers’ Financial Integrity Act; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6046. A communication from the Dep-
uty Associate Administrator, Office of Ac-

quisition Policy, Governmental Services Ad-
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal Acqui-
sition Regulation Federal Acquisition Cir-
cular 2001–16’’ (FAC2001–16) received on Janu-
ary 13, 2004; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–6047. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Trade Commission, transmit-
ting, the report of the Office of Inspector 
General for the period ending March 31, 2003; 
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6048. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–254, ‘‘Certified Capital 
Companies Act of 2003’’ received on January 
13, 2004; to the Committee on Governmental 
Affairs. 

EC–6049. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–256, ‘‘Marriage and Fam-
ily Therapy Amendment Act of 2003’’ re-
ceived on January 13, 2004; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6050. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–255, ‘‘Elimination of Out-
dated Crimes Amendment Act of 2003’’ re-
ceived on January 13, 2004; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6051. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–259, ‘‘Utility Rate Payers 
Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on Janu-
ary 13, 2004; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–6052. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–265, ‘‘Real Property Clas-
sification Clarification Temporary Act of 
2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6053. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–264, ‘‘Parking Meter Fee 
Moratorium Temporary Act of 2003’’ received 
on January 13, 2004; to the Committee on 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6054. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–262, ‘‘Washington Conven-
tion Center Authority Term Limit Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on 
January 13, 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–6055. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–286, ‘‘Uniform Trust Act 
of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6056. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–274, ‘‘Automated Traffic 
Enforcement Fund Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6057. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–272, ‘‘Board of Education 
Campaign Contribution Clarification Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on 
January 13, 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–6058. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15–271, ‘‘Inspector General 
Appointment and Term Clarification Tem-

porary Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on 
January 13, 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC–6059. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-270, ‘‘Procurement Prac-
tices Vendor Payment Revised Approval Au-
thorization Temporary Amendment Act of 
2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6060. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-269, ‘‘Rehabilitation Serv-
ices Program Establishment Temporary Act 
of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6061. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-268, ‘‘Citizens with Mental 
Retardation Substituted Consent for Health 
Care Decisions Temporary Amendment Act 
of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6062. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-267, ‘‘Presidential Pri-
mary State Committee Elections Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2003’’ received on Janu-
ary 13, 2004; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–6063. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-266, ‘‘National Capital 
Medical Center Negotiation Temporary Act 
of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6064. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-260, ‘‘Closing of a Portion 
of a Public Alley in Square 2677, S.O. 03-0208, 
Act of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6065. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-261, ‘‘Housing and Com-
munity Development Reform Advisory Com-
mission Temporary Amendment Act of 2003’’ 
received on January 13, 2004; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6066. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of D.C. Act 15-263, ‘‘Towing Regulation 
and Enforcement Authority Temporary Act 
of 2003’’ received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6067. A communication from the Comp-
troller General of the United States, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the General Accounting Office; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6068. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Board, Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of the Office of Inspector General 
for the period ending September 30, 2003; to 
the Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6069. A communication from the Attor-
ney General of the United States, transmit-
ting, the report of the Office of Inspector 
General for the Department of Justice for 
the period ending September 30, 2003; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6070. A communication from the Chair-
man, Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
the Office of Inspector General for the period 
ending September 30, 2003; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6071. A communication from the Chair, 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of the 
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Office of Inspector General for the period 
ending September 30, 2003; to the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6072. A communication from the Chair, 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of the Office of Inspector General for 
the period ending September 30, 2003; to the 
Committee on Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6073. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Science Board, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of the Office of 
Inspector General for the period ending Sep-
tember 30, 2003; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–6074. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting, the Commission’s Fiscal Year 
2003 Annual Financial Report; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–6075. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Transpor-
tation’s annual report on the regulatory sta-
tus of the National Transportation Safety 
Board’s ‘‘Most Wanted’’ Recommendations 
to the Department of Transportation and its 
Operating Administrations; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC–6076. A communication from the Chief, 
Regulations and Administrative Law, Coast 
Guard, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Security Zone 
Regulations: [Including 92 Regulations]’’ 
(RIN1625-AA00) received on January 27, 2004; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–6077. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Reallocation of Pacific Cod Total Al-
lowable Catch Levels’’ received on January 
22, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6078. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Notice of Standard Prices and Fee 
Percentage for North Pacific Halibut and Sa-
blefish Individual Fishing Quota Cost Recov-
ery Program’’ received on January 22, 2004; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–6079. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries; Quota Transfers; 
Fishery Reopening’’ received on January 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6080. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Shark Management Measures’’ 
(RIN0648–AQQ95) received on January 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6081. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Directed Fishing for Community De-
velopment Quota Reserve Amounts of 
Shortraker/Rougheye Rockfish and Northern 
Rockfish in the Bering Sea Subarea and 
‘Other Species’ in the Bering Sea and Aleu-
tian Islands Management Area’’ received on 
January 22, 2004; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6082. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator, Office of Sustainable 

Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Mi-
gratory Species; Bluefin Tuna Season and 
Size Limit Adjustments’’ (RIN0648–AR12) re-
ceived on January 22, 2004; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6083. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Bluefin 
Tuna Fisheries; Fishery Closure’’ 
(ID#120903A) received on January 22, 2004; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6084. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer-
cial Quota Harvested for New Jersey; Closure 
of Commercial Fishery’’ received on January 
22, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6085. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer-
cial Quota Transfer’’ (ID#121803C) received 
on January 22, 2004; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6086. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish-
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final Rule to 
Implement Regulatory Amendment 3 to the 
Fishery Management Plan for the Salmon 
Fisheries in the EEZ off the Coast of Alas-
ka’’ (RIN0648–AQ48) received on January 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6087. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish-
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final Rule to 
Implement the 2004 Specifications for 
Surfclams, Ocean Quahogs, and Maine Ocean 
Quahogs’’ (RIN0648–AQ79) received on Janu-
ary 22, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6088. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Apportion Amounts of the Reserve to 
Certain Target Species in the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ re-
ceived on January 22, 2004; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC–6089. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish-
eries Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final Rule to 
Implement Approved Measures Contained in 
Amendment 13 to the Fishery Management 
Plan for Atlantic Surfclams and Ocean Qua-
hogs’’ (RIN0648–AR57) received on January 
22, 2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6090. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Closure of Directed Fishing for Pa-
cific Cod by Vessels Using Pot Gear in the 
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area’’ received on January 22, 2004; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6091. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-

titled ‘‘Closure of Directed Fishing for Pa-
cific Cod by Catcher/Processor Vessels Using 
Hook-and-Line Gear in the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ re-
ceived on January 22, 2004; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6092. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Closure of Directed Fishing for Pa-
cific Cod by Catcher Vessels Using Hook-and-
Line in the BSAI’’ received on January 22, 
2004; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6093. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, National Highway Traffic Safe-
ty Administration, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; Glazing 
Materials; Low Speed Vehicles’’ (RIN2127–
AJ25) received on January 13, 2004; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6094. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the Office of Inspector 
General for the period ending September 30, 
2003; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6095. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Change of Broker Revenue Ruling’’ (Rev. 
Rul. 2004–15) received on February 3, 2004; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6096. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Section 401 of the Code and Certain Roll-
overs’’ (Rev. Rule 2004–12) received on Feb-
ruary 3, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6097. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Republication of Rev. Proc. 99–41’’ (Rev. 
Proc. 2004–15) received on February 3, 2004; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6098. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Section 416(g)(4) Top-Heavy Status and Spe-
cial Rules’’ (Rev. Rule 2004–13) received on 
February 3, 2004; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–6099. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Special Coverage Rules for Certain Disposi-
tions or Acquisitions’’ (Rev. Rule 2004–11) re-
ceived on February 3, 2004; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–6100. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Section 411 of the Code and DOL FAB 2003–
3’’ (Rev. Rule 2004–10) received on February 3, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6101. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Application of Income Tax Treaties to 
Service Partnerships’’ (Rev. Rul. 2004–3) re-
ceived on February 3, 2004; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–6102. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
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‘‘Low-Income Housing Credit Allocation Cer-
tification; Electronic Filing’’ (TD9112) re-
ceived on February 3, 2004; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–6103. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Correction of User Fee in Appendix A of 
Rev. Proc. 2004–1’’ (Announcement 2004–08) 
received on February 3, 2004; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–6104. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Section 409(p) and Potentially Abusive 
ESOP’s’’ (Rev. Rule 2004–4) received on Feb-
ruary 3, 2004; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6105. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Electronic Delivery of Form 1099 and Form 
5498 Payee Statements’’ (Notice 2004–10) re-
ceived on February 3, 2004; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–6106. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Information Reporting Relating to Cor-
porate Inversions’’ (Notice 2004–9) received 
on February 3, 2004; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–6107. A communication from the Acting 
Chief, Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Applicable Federal Rates—February 2004’’ 
(Rev. Rule 2004–9) received on February 3, 
2004; to the Committee on Finance.

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 
S. 2048. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the de-
duction for qualified tuition and related ex-
penses and to repeal the sunset of the Eco-
nomic Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation 
Act of 2001 with respect to such deduction; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SPECTER: 
S. 2049. A bill to amend the Surface Mining 

Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 to reau-
thorize collection of reclamation fees, revise 
the abandoned mine reclamation program, 
promote remining, authorize the Office of 
Surface Mining to collect the black lung ex-
cise tax, and make sundry other changes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 
S. 2050. A bill to repeal the sunset of the 

Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconcili-
ation Act of 2001 with respect to the afford-
able education provisions of such Act, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr. 
DASCHLE): 

S. Res. 296. A resolution relating to Senate 
Adjournments and Recesses; considered and 
agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 
S. 2048. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to make perma-
nent the deduction for qualified tuition 
and related expenses and to repeal the 
sunset of the Economic Growth and 
Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001 
with respect to such deduction; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 
S. 2050. A bill to repeal the sunset of 

the Economic Growth and Tax Relief 
Reconciliation Act of 2001 with respect 
to the affordable education provisions 
of such Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
introducing two education tax bills 
today. These bills will help us make 
permanent the $30 billion in education 
tax incentives that were contained in 
the 2001 tax bill. 

The first bill will extend and make 
permanent the tuition deduction that 
was enacted in the Economic Growth 
and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001, Public Law 107–16, or EGTRRA. A 
lot of people think we don’t spend 
enough money on education, but they 
also don’t think we should make the 
2001 tax cuts permanent. I don’t know 
how they can justify that position. The 
education tax incentives in the 2001 tax 
bill have done a whole lot of good. The 
tuition tax deduction is available only 
through December 31, 2005. The cost of 
the provision for those four years was 
about $10 billion. So you can see that it 
was very expensive. 

For parents struggling to send their 
children to college, the tuition tax de-
duction has been very important. Some 
of them probably wish it were set at a 
higher level, but at between $2,000 and 
$4,000 depending on your income, it is 
still a beneficial tax incentive for the 
middle class. 

The second bill that I am introducing 
today will make the rest of the 
EGTRRA education tax provisions per-
manent, as well as the deduction for 
teacher classroom materials that was 
passed in the stimulus package of 
March 2002. That provision expired at 
the end of last year so it is very impor-
tant that we enact it on a permanent 
basis and do so as soon as practicable. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
sponsoring these bills and will agree to 
consider them and pass them in the 
Senate in the next month or two. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bills be print-
ed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bills 
were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows:

S. 2048
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. PERMANENT DEDUCTION FOR QUALI-

FIED TUITION AND RELATED EX-
PENSES. 

(a) PERMANENT DEDUCTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 222 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to qualified 
tuition and related expenses) is amended by 
striking subsection (e). 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subpara-
graph (B) of section 222(b)(2) of such Code (re-
lating to applicable dollar limit) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2004 AND 2005.—In the case of a 
taxable year beginning in 2004 or 2005,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2004 AND THEREAFTER.—In the case 
of any taxable year beginning after 2003,’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF SUSPENSION.—Section 901 of 
the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Rec-
onciliation Act of 2001 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to the amendments made by section 
431 (relating to qualified tuition and related 
expenses).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2003. 

S. 2050
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. REPEAL OF APPLICABILITY OF SUN-

SET OF THE ECONOMIC GROWTH 
AND TAX RELIEF RECONCILIATION 
ACT OF 2001 WITH RESPECT TO AF-
FORDABLE EDUCATION PROVISIONS 
OF SUCH ACT. 

Section 901 of the Economic Growth and 
Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to the amendments made by subtitles 
A, B, and C of title IV (relating to affordable 
education provisions).’’. 
SEC. 2. PERMANENT DEDUCTION FOR CERTAIN 

EXPENSES OF SCHOOL TEACHERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 62(a)(2)(D) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to 
certain expenses of elementary and sec-
ondary school teachers) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘In the case of taxable years beginning 
during 2002 or 2003, the deductions’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The deductions’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to expenses 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2003.

By Mr. SPECTER: 
S. 2049. A bill to amend the Surface 

Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 
1977 to reauthorize collection of rec-
lamation fees, revise the abandoned 
mine reclamation program, promote 
remining, authorize the Office of Sur-
face Mining to collect the black lung 
excise tax, and make sundry other 
changes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, today I 
will introduce legislation which is enti-
tled the Abandoned Mine Land Rec-
lamation Program Extension and Re-
form Act of 2004. As I have explained 
briefly before, I do so because this pro-
gram is going to be unveiled tomorrow 
at a ceremony in the Pennsylvania 
State Capitol attended by Secretary of 
the Interior Norton in addition to Gov-
ernor Rendell and a number of other of-
ficials. While I would like to be present 
in Pennsylvania for the event, the Sen-
ate will be in session and there is im-
portant business to be conducted here. 
So in my absence there, I thought it 
appropriate to introduce this bill. I had 
planned to do so tomorrow, but there is 
a joint session of Congress in the morn-
ing and I am advised there may not be 
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morning business. So I am taking just 
a few moments of floor time to intro-
duce the bill now. 

The Bush administration has already 
announced the outline of the bill so I 
am not in any way preempting the ad-
ministration by the introduction of 
this legislation. As I noted earlier, the 
administration had made this legisla-
tion available to me for introduction in 
conjunction with others in the Penn-
sylvania delegation, and I am pleased 
to do so because it will address a very 
serious problem for my State. 

By far, Pennsylvania has the most 
extensive problem of any of the States 
in the Union, where we have some 
250,000 acres which are in need of rec-
lamation. Some 2,400 miles of streams 
are affected on our water supply be-
cause Pennsylvania has been so heavily 
mined. Shortly after I came to the Sen-
ate in the early 1980s, a little town in 
Pennsylvania named Centralia received 
national and international attention 
when a young man fell into a deep pit 
and a fire was burning there. It was a 
fire which resulted from an abandoned 
mine. For those, if any, who may be 
watching on C–SPAN, these fires rage 
underground burning unmined coal. 
This fire was raging. A large hole en-
veloped and the young man fell many 
feet below the surface of the terrain. 
Fortunately, he was rescued. 

It was necessary to move the entire 
town at a very substantial cost borne 
in significant measure by the Federal 
Government, not entirely because 
homeowners could not fully recoup the 
losses of their houses. This bill will 
provide some $3 billion to take care of 
health and safety. It will be a reauthor-
ization to the year 2018 on an author-
ization bill which is set to expire in 
September of this year. There will be a 
phase-out of payments ramped down 
until the year 2018 when it is projected 
that the problem will be solved. This 
bill will improve the flexibility for the 
States where they can make a choice of 
their projects and make a decision 
based on where they need to go on 
water quality. 

It is obviously a very important mat-
ter for the environment, and environ-
mental protection is a high priority in 
our country. I am pleased to see Presi-
dent Bush and his administration move 
ahead on this important item. It takes 
care of all of the smaller States with a 
minimum allocation of some $2 mil-
lion. There is some assistance for the 
Combined Benefit Fund, which has 
been established for the benefit of the 
retired mine workers, where the health 
and benefit plans had been abrogated. 
We had legislation introduced and en-
acted several years ago, led by the Sen-
ator from West Virginia, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, in conjunction with Senator 
BYRD, which I cosponsored, and we 
tried to provide for the retirement 
health benefits for the mine workers. 
This bill will make an allocation which 
will be helpful in that regard. It will 
not entirely satisfy the matter. 

As I noted, this is President Bush’s 
top priority in the Interior section of 

his budget. Secretary of the Interior 
Norton will tour some mines in Penn-
sylvania. Again, I express my regrets 
not being able to be with her and the 
Governor when the event will be held 
in the rotunda of the State Capitol at 
11 o’clock tomorrow. Burt we intend to 
have a news conference here in Wash-
ington simultaneously with her an-
nouncement there. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows:

S. 2049
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled,
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Abandoned 
Mine Reclamation Program Extension and 
Reform Act of 2004.’’
SEC. 102. AMENDMENTS TO THE SURFACE MIN-

ING CONTROL AND RECLAMATION 
ACT OF 1977. 

The Surface Mining Control and Reclama-
tion Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1201 et. seq.) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Section 401(c) is amended by—
(A) striking paragraph (2); 
(B) striking the word ‘‘and’’ after the first 

occurrence of the word ‘‘subsidence’’ in para-
graph (1) and redesignating the portion of 
paragraph (1) following the deleted word as 
paragraph (2); and 

(C) striking the phrase ‘‘section 402(g)(1) of 
this Act’’ in paragraph (2) and inserting in 
its place ‘‘section 402(g)(1) or section 403(b)(1) 
of this Act’’. 

(2) Section 401(c)(5) is amended by insert-
ing before the semicolon ‘‘, and other audit 
and collection activities under sections 
402(d) and 414(b) of this Act’’. 

(3) Section 401(c)(6) is amended by striking 
everything after ‘‘Department of the Inte-
rior’’ and inserting in its place ‘‘with public 
and private organizations conducted for the 
purposes of this title of this Act to such ex-
tent and in such amounts as are provided in 
appropriation acts;’’. 

(4) Section 401(c)(10) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 411’’ and inserting in its place 
‘‘section 415’’. 

(5) Section 401(c)(12) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 402(h)’’ and inserting in its place 
‘‘subsection (f) of this section’’. 

(6) In section 401, subsections (d) and (e) 
are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) AVAILABILITY OF MONEYS FROM 
FUND.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Moneys from the fund 
shall be available for the purposes of this 
title of this Act, or for distribution under 
paragraph (2) of this subsection, only when 
appropriated therefor. Such appropriations 
shall be made without fiscal year limita-
tions. 

‘‘(2) DISPOSITION OF UNAPPROPRIATED 
STATE-SHARE BALANCE.—This paragraph ap-
plies to the portion of the fund that was allo-
cated to States and Indian tribes under sec-
tion 402(g)(1) of this Act and that was not ap-
propriated as of the end of the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2004. 

‘‘(A) STATES AND INDIAN TRIBES NOT CER-
TIFIED AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2004.—States and 
Indian tribes that have been certified under 
section 411 of this Act as of September 30, 
2004, shall receive, subject to appropriation, 
the unappropriated balance of their alloca-
tion in annual payments beginning with fis-
cal year 2005 and ending with fiscal year 2014. 

‘‘(B) STATES AND INDIAN TRIBES NOT CER-
TIFIED AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2004.—States and 

Indian tribes that have not been certified 
under section 411 of this Act as of September 
30, 2004, shall receive, subject to appropria-
tion, the unappropriated balance of their al-
location as grants awarded in accordance 
with sections 403(b) and 405(h) of this Act. 

‘‘(C) STATES AND INDIAN TRIBES CERTIFYING 
AFTER SEPTEMBER 30, 2004.—States and Indian 
tribes that are certified under section 411 of 
this Act after September 30, 2004, shall re-
ceive, subject to appropriation, the portion 
of their allocation under section 402(g)(1) of 
this Act that has not been previously dis-
bursed to those States and tribes as grants 
under paragraph (2)(B) of this subsection. 
Disbursement shall be made in annual pay-
ments, beginning with the fiscal year fol-
lowing certification and ending with fiscal 
year 2014. These payments shall be made 
using funds appropriated for the purpose of 
making grants to States and Indian tribes 
under section 405(h). 

‘‘(D) NO EXPENDITURE RESTRICTION.—Mon-
ies disbursed under paragraphs (2)(A) and (C) 
of this subsection may be expended without 
regard to any other provision of this Act; 
Provided, That, whenever a certified State or 
Indian tribe becomes aware of a coal mining-
related problem within its borders, the State 
or tribe must first use those monies to 
promptly address that problem if the site is 
eligible for reclamation under section 404 of 
this Act and if the problem meets one of the 
priorities in paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 
403(a) of this Act. 

‘‘(3) REALLOCATION OF OTHER UNAPPROPRI-
ATED BALANCES.—

‘‘(A) RURAL ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION 
PROGRAM.—That part of the fund allocated 
by section 402(g)(2) for the rural abandoned 
mine reclamation program under section 406 
of this Act that has not been appropriated as 
of September 30, 2004, shall be available for 
appropriation for the purposes set forth in 
section 403(b) of this Act. 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—That part of the 
fund allocated by section 402(g)(3) for use by 
the Secretary that has not been appropriated 
as of September 30, 2004, shall be available 
for appropriation for the purposes set forth 
in section 403(b) of this Act. 

‘‘(C) HISTORIC PRODUCTION ALLOCATION.—
That part of the fund allocated by section 
402(g)(5) for historic production supple-
mental grants to States and Indian tribes 
that has not been appropriated as of Sep-
tember 30, 2004, shall be available for appro-
priation for the purposes set forth in section 
403(b) of this Act. 

‘‘(e) INTEREST.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall notify the Secretary of the Treas-
ury as to what portion of the fund is not, in 
his or her judgment, required to meet cur-
rent withdrawals. The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall invest such portion of the 
fund in public debt securities with matu-
rities determined by the Secretary of the In-
terior and suitable for the needs of the fund 
and achieving the purposes of the transfers 
under subsection (f). Such securities shall 
bear interest at rates determined by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, taking into consider-
ation current market yields on outstanding 
marketable obligations of the United States 
of comparable maturities. The income on 
such investments shall be credited to, and 
form a part of, the fund.’’. 

(7) In Section 401, insert a new subsection 
(f) as follows: 

‘‘(f) TRANSFERS TO COMBINED BENEFIT 
FUND.—

(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, at the beginning of each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall transfer from the fund to the 
United Mine Workers of America Combined 
Benefit Fund (referred to as the ‘‘Combined 
Fund’’ in this title of this Act), as estab-
lished under section 9702 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9702), an amount 
equal to the amount of expenditures that the 
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trustees of the Combined Fund estimate will 
be debited against the unassigned bene-
ficiaries premium account under section 
9704(e) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(26 U.S.C. 9704(e)) for the fiscal year of the 
Combined Fund in which the transfer is 
made; Provided, That the amount transferred 
shall not exceed the amount available under 
paragraph (2) of this subsection. 

‘‘(2) In making the transfers, the Secretary 
shall first use the interest that has been 
earned by and paid to the fund during the 
preceding year, followed by any interest 
earned in prior years and not previously 
transferred. 

‘‘(3) If, for any fiscal year, the amount 
transferred is more or less than the actual 
expenditures for the unassigned beneficiaries 
premium account in that year, the Secretary 
shall appropriately adjust the amount trans-
ferred for the next fiscal year.’’. 

(8) Section 402(a) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(a) PAYMENT; RATE.—All operators of coal 
mining operations subject to the provisions 
of this Act shall pay to the Secretary of the 
Interior, for deposit in the fund, a reclama-
tion fee according to the following sched-
ule—

‘‘(1) From October 1, 2004 through Sep-
tember 30, 2009—

‘‘(A) 29.75 cents per ton of coal (except lig-
nite) produced by surface mining; 

‘‘(B) 12.75 cents per ton of coal produced by 
underground mining; and 

‘‘(C) 8.5 cents per ton of lignite coal pro-
duced. 

‘‘(2) From October 1, 2009 through Sep-
tember 30, 2014—

‘‘(A) 28 cents per ton of coal (except lig-
nite) produced by surface mining: 

‘‘(B) 12 cents per ton of coal produced by 
underground mining; and 

‘‘(C) 8 cents per ton of lignite coal pro-
duced. 

‘‘(3) From October 1, 2014 through Sep-
tember 30, 2018—

‘‘(A) 26.25 cents per ton of coal (except lig-
nite) produced by surface mining;

‘‘(B) 11.25 cents per ton of coal produced by 
underground mining; and 

‘‘(C) 7.5 cents per ton of lignite coal pro-
duced. 

‘‘(4) In lieu of the rates in paragraphs (1) 
through (3) above, the operator may pay a 
fee of 10 per cent of the value of the coal at 
the mine, as determined by the Secretary, 
for each ton of coal produced by surface or 
underground mining; Provided, That the al-
ternate fee for lignite coal shall be 2 per cent 
of the value of the coal at the mine, as deter-
mined by the secretary.’’. 

(9) Section 420(b) is amended by—
(A) striking ‘‘Such fee’’ and inserting in its 

place ‘‘Reclamation fees’’; and 
(B) striking ‘‘2004’’ and all that follows and 

inserting in its place ‘‘2018’’. 
(10) Section 402(c) is amended to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(c) SUBMISSION OF QUARTERLY REPORTS.—
(1) All operators of surface coal mining op-

erations shall submit a report no later than 
thirty days after the end of each calendar 
quarter. The report shall include—

‘‘(A) a statement of the amount of coal 
produced during the calendar quarter, the 
method of coal removal and the type of coal; 

‘‘(B) an identification of the permittee and 
the operator of the surface coal mining oper-
ation, the owner of the coal, the preparation 
plant or tipple receiving the coal or the load-
ing point for the coal, and the person pur-
chasing the coal from the operator or per-
mittee; 

‘‘(C) the number of their permit required 
under section 506 of this Act; and 

‘‘(D) the identification number issued by 
the Mine Safety and Health Administration 
for the operation. 

‘‘(2) Each quarterly report shall contain a 
notification of any changes in the informa-
tion required by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section since the date of the preceding quar-
terly report. 

‘‘(3) The operator must certify, under pen-
alty of perjury, that the information in each 
report is true, correct, and complete. Any 
person, corporate officer, agent or director 
who, on behalf of a coal mine operator, 
knowingly makes any false statement, rep-
resentation or certification or knowingly 
fails to make any statement, representation 
or certification required in this section 
shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine 
of not more than $10,000, or by imprisonment 
for not more than one year, or both. 

‘‘(4) The information contained in the 
quarterly reports submitted under this sub-
section shall be maintained by the Secretary 
in a computerized database.’’. 

(11) Section 402(d) is amended by—
(A) striking the word ‘‘PENALTY’’ from 

the title and inserting in its place the word 
‘‘AUDITS’’; 

(B) striking paragraph (1); 
(C) redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (1); and 
(D) inserting paragraph (2) to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(2) The Secretary is authorized to audit 

compliance with the excise tax payment re-
quirements of section 4121 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 4121) when 
conducting audits under this subsection.’’. 

(12) Section 402(f) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(f) COOPERATION FROM OTHER AGENCIES.—
All Federal and State agencies shall fully co-
operate with the Secretary of the Interior in 
the enforcement of this section. Whenever 
the Secretary of the Interior believes that 
any person has not paid the full amount of 
the fee payable under section 402(a) of this 
Act or the excise tax payable under section 
4121 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 
U.S.C. 4121), he or she shall notify the Fed-
eral agency responsible for enforcing the pro-
visions of section 4121 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 4121).’’. 

(13) Section 402(g) is amended to read as 
follows—

(A) amending the title to read as follows: 
‘‘(g) ALLOCATION OF FEE RECEIPTS AND 

OTHER MONIES PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 30, 
2004.’’.—

(B) striking ‘‘Except as provided in sub-
section (h)’’ in paragraph (g)(1) and inserting 
in its place ‘‘Except as otherwise provide din 
this Act’’; 

(C) amending paragraphs (1)(A)(ii) and 
(1)(B)(ii) to read as follows:

‘‘(ii) Lands and waters which are eligible 
pursuant to section 404 (in the case of a 
State not certified under section 411). In the 
case of a State certified under section 411, el-
igible lands and waters shall be those which 
were mined or processed for minerals or 
which were affected by such mining or proc-
essing, and abandoned or left in an inad-
equate reclamation status prior to August 3, 
1977; and for which there is no continuing 
reclamation responsibility under State or 
other Federal laws.’’; 

(D) striking ‘‘section 401(c)(2)’’ at the end 
of paragraph (2) and inserting in its place 
‘‘for the purposes of section 406’’; 

(E) striking everything in paragraph (4) 
after ‘‘subparagraph (A)’’ in subparagraph 
(B) and inserting in its place ‘‘if the require-
ments of section 404(b) are met.’’; 

(F) striking paragraph (5) in its entirety 
and inserting in its place ‘‘This subsection 
applies only to fees and other monies pay-
able to the fund as of September 30, 2004, and 
to monies appropriated from the fund as of 
that date. Sections 401(d) and 403(b) of this 
Act govern allocations and disbursements 
after that date.’’. 

(G) striking paragraphs (6) through (8) in 
their entirety; and 

(H) striking paragraph (h) in its entirety. 
(14) Section 403 is amended by—
(A) amending the title to reads ‘‘FUND OB-

JECTIVES AND EXPENDITURES.’’; 
(B) Striking the phrase ‘‘except as provided 

for under section 411’’ in subsection (a) and 
inserting in its place ‘‘except as otherwise 
provided in this section, section 401(c), or 
section 411’’; 

(C) striking the period at the end of sub-
section (a)(3) and inserting a semicolon in its 
place; 

(D) amending subsection (b) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(b) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS AFTER SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2004.—

‘‘(1) ALLOCATIONS TO STATES AND TRIBES.—
‘‘(A) At the beginning of each fiscal year, 

or as soon thereafter as practicable, the Sec-
retary shall allocate the monies appro-
priated from the fund for that year for 
grants to States and Indian tribes under sec-
tion 405(h) of this Act. An allocation shall be 
made to each State and tribe that is eligible 
to receive a payment under section 
401(d)(2)(C) of this Act and to each State and 
tribe that—

‘‘(i) has an approved abandoned mine rec-
lamation program under section 405 of this 
Act that is not subject to the prohibition in 
paragraph (c) of that section; 

‘‘(ii) is not certified under section 411 of 
this Act; and 

‘‘(iii) has within its jurisdiction 
unreclaimed lands or waters that are eligible 
pursuant to section 404 and that meet one of 
the priorities stated in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (a) of this section; Provided, 
That, when all States and Indian tribes have 
completed or provided for completion of rec-
lamation of all lands and waters meeting the 
priorities in paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a) of this section, this criterion will 
no longer apply. 

‘‘(B) In making these allocations, the Sec-
retary shall use a formula based on histor-
ical coal production prior to August 3, 1977, 
in those States and tribes; Provided, That—

‘‘(i) Donations received under section 
401(b)(3) shall be allocated in accordance 
with any stipulations by the donor; 

‘‘(ii) No State or Indian tribe shall receive 
an allocation of less than $2,000,000 under 
this paragraph; and 

‘‘(iii) No State or Indian tribe shall receive 
an allocation of more than 25 percent of the 
total monies appropriated for grants under 
section 405(h); Provided further, That this re-
striction shall expire when fewer than eight 
States are eligible to receive an allocation 
under paragraph (1) of this subsection. 

‘‘(C) The amount dedicated by section 
401(d)(2)(B) of this Act to each State or In-
dian tribe that is not certified under section 
411 of this Act shall be reduced by the 
amount allocated to that State or tribe 
under this paragraph. 

‘‘(D) Amounts allocated to States and In-
dian tribes under this paragraph may be used 
to fund projects that protect, repair, replace, 
construct, or enhance facilities relating to 
water supply, including water distribution 
facilities and treatment plants, to replace 
water supplies adversely affected by coal 
mining practices. In making funding deci-
sions on these projects, the State or tribe 
need not consider the priorities in subsection 
(a) of this section. If the adverse effect on 
water supplies occurred both prior to and 
after August 3, 1977 (or other applicable date 
under section 404), section 404 shall not be 
construed to prohibit a State or Indian tribe 
from using funds under this paragraph if the 
State or Indian tribe determines that such 
adverse effects occurred predominately prior 
to August 3, 1977 (or other applicable date 
under section 404). 
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‘‘(2) FEDERAL EXPENDITURES.—To the ex-

tent authorized by annual appropriations, 
the Secretary may expend monies from the 
fund for any of the following purposes—

‘‘(A) providing assistance to small opera-
tors under section 507(c) of this Act, either 
directly or through grants to the States, sub-
ject to the limitation contained in section 
401(c)(11) of this Act; 

‘‘(B) conducting emergency reclamation 
activities and projects under section 507(c) of 
this Act, either directly or through grants to 
the States and Indian tribes; 

‘‘(C) meeting the objectives of the fund set 
forth in paragraph (a) of this section for eli-
gible lands and waters pursuant to section 
404 of this Act in States and on Indian lands 
where the State or Indian tribe does not 
have an approved abandoned mine reclama-
tion program pursuant to section 405 of this 
Act; 

‘‘(D) the administration of this title of this 
Act by the Secretary; 

‘‘(E) making supplemental grants to States 
and Indian tribes for the purposes of this 
title of this Act; 

‘‘(F) implementation of section 401(c)(6) of 
this Act; and 

‘‘(G) conducting other activities consistent 
with this title of this Act.’’; 

(E) in subsection (c), redesignating the 
first sentence as paragraph (1), the second 
and third sentences as paragraph (2), the 
fourth sentence as paragraph (3), and the last 
sentence as paragraph (4); and 

(F) striking ‘‘section 411(a)’’ in paragraph 
(c)(1) and inserting in its place ‘‘section 411’’. 

(15) Section 404 is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘SEC. 404. ELIGIBLE LANDS AND WATERS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(1) Lands and waters eligible for reclama-

tion or drainage abatement expenditures 
under this title of this Act are those which 
were mined for coal, or which were affected 
by such mining, waste banks, coal proc-
essing, or other coal mining processes, and 
abandoned or left in an inadequate reclama-
tion status prior to August 3, 1977, and for 
which there is no continuing reclamation re-
sponsibility under State or other Federal 
laws. For other provisions relating to lands 
and waters eligible for such expenditures, see 
subsections (b) and (c) of this section and 
sections 402(g)(1), 403(b)(1), and 409 of this 
Act. 

‘‘(2) Surface coal mining operations on 
lands eligible for remining shall not affect 
the eligibility of such lands for reclamation 
and restoration under this title of this Act 
after the release of the bond or deposit for 
any such operation as provided under section 
519 of this Act. In the event the bond or de-
posit for a surface coal mining operation on 
lands eligible for remining is forfeited, funds 
available under this title of this Act may be 
used if the amount of such bond or deposit is 
not sufficient to provide for adequate rec-
lamation or abatement. If conditions war-
rant, the Secretary, State or Indian tribe 
shall immediately exercise the appropriate 
authority under section 410 of this Act. 

‘‘(b) INITIAL PROGRAM SITES AND BOND FOR-
FEITURE SITES WITH INSOLVENT SURETIES.—

(1) Sites of surface coal mining operations 
conducted after August 3, 1977, and lands and 
waters affected by such operations are also 
eligible for reclamation or drainage abate-
ment expenditures under this title of this 
Act if they were left in an inadequate rec-
lamation status and if the Secretary or the 
State, with the concurrence of the Sec-
retary, makes either of the following find-
ings: 

‘‘(A) A finding that the surface coal mining 
operation occurred during the period begin-
ning on August 3, 1977, and ending on or be-

fore the effective date of the State regu-
latory program approved by the Secretary 
pursuant to section 503 of this Act for the 
State in which the site is located, and that 
any funds for reclamation or abatement 
which are available pursuant to a bond or 
other form of financial guarantee or from 
any other source are not sufficient to pro-
vide for adequate reclamation or abatement 
at the site. 

‘‘(B) A finding that the surface coal mining 
operation occurred during the period begin-
ning on August 3, 1977, and ending on or be-
fore November 5, 1990, and that the surety for 
the mining operation became insolvent dur-
ing that period, and, as of November 5, 1990, 
funds immediately available from pro-
ceedings relating to that insolvency, or from 
any financial guarantee or other source, are 
not sufficient to provide for adequate rec-
lamation or abatement at the site.

‘‘(2) All sites referred to in paragraph (1) 
within any State shall be reclaimed before 
the State or the Secretary may make the 
certification referred to in section 411 of this 
Act. 

‘‘(3) Amounts collected from assessment of 
civil penalties under section 518 of this Act 
are authorized to be appropriated for the 
purposes of this subsection.’’. 

(16) Section 405 is amended by—
(A) in subsection (d), striking ‘‘sections 402 

and 410’’ and inserting in its place ‘‘sections 
402, 414, and 415’’; 

(B) in subsection (f), striking paragraph (5) 
in its entirety and redesignating paragraphs 
(6) and (7) as paragraphs (5) and (6); 

(C) in subsection (f)(6), striking the colon 
after ‘‘grant’’ and inserting ‘‘and’’ before 
‘‘type’’; 

(D) in subsection (g), striking the colon 
after ‘‘include’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (f) 
of’’ before ‘‘this section’’; and 

(E) amending subsection (h) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(h) GRANT OF FUNDS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon approval of the 

State Reclamation Plan under this section 
and of the surface coal mining regulatory 
program pursuant to section 503 of this Act, 
the Secretary shall grant, on an annual 
basis, funds to the State to implement the 
State reclamation program as approved by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION PROCESSING DEADLINE.—
Within 60 days of receipt of a complete aban-
doned mine reclamation fund grant applica-
tion from any eligible State, the Secretary 
shall grant to that State any and all funds 
available for such purposes in the applicable 
appropriations act. 

‘‘(3) DISPOSITION OF UNEXPENDED FUNDS.—
Except as provided in paragraph (5), any 
funds not expended within 3 years after the 
date of any grant award shall be available 
for reallocation or expenditure by the Sec-
retary for any purpose under section 403(b) of 
this Act. 

‘‘(4) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—In awarding grants 
to States and Indian tribes that were not 
certified under section 411 as of September 
30, 2004, the Secretary shall exhaust the 
funds dedicated to those States and tribes in 
section 401(d)(2)(B) before awarding any 
funding allocated to those States and tribes 
under section 403(b)(1). 

‘‘(5) STATE SET-ASIDE.—Any State with an 
abandoned mine reclamation program ap-
proved under subsection (d) may retain, 
without regard to the 3-year limitation re-
ferred to in paragraph (3), up to 10 percent of 
the total amount of the grants awarded an-
nually to the State under paragraph (1), ex-
cluding grants made under the authority of 
section 403(b)(2), if those amounts are depos-
ited into either—

‘‘(A) a special trust fund established under 
State law that may earn interest and from 

which the State may make expenditures 
solely to achieve the priorities stated in sec-
tion 403(a) after the State is no longer eligi-
ble to receive an allocation under section 
403(b)(1) of this Act; or 

‘‘(B) an acid mine drainage abatement and 
treatment fund established under State law 
and from which the State may make expend-
itures solely for abatement of the causes of 
acid mine drainage and treatment of the ef-
fects of that drainage in a comprehensive 
manner within qualified hydrologic units af-
fected by coal mining practices. Any interest 
earned by this fund shall be expended for the 
purposes of this paragraph. For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘‘qualified hydro-
logic unit’’ means a hydrologic unit in which 
water quality has been significantly affected 
by acid mine drainage from coal mining 
practices in a manner that adversely impacts 
biological resources and which contains 
lands and waters that—

‘‘(i) meet the eligibility requirements of 
section 404 and at least one of the priorities 
in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of section 
403(a); and 

‘‘(ii) either are or are proposed to be to be 
the subject of expenditures by the State 
from bond forfeiture proceeds under section 
509 of this Act, or from other State sources, 
to abate or treat acid mine drainage.’’

(17) Section 406 is amended by—
(A) striking the word ‘‘Soil’’ wherever it 

appears in subsection (h) and inserting in its 
place the words ‘‘Natural Resources’’; and 

(B) adding the following new subsection at 
the end: 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Agriculture, from the general 
fund of the Treasury, such sums as may be 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
section.’’.

(18) In section 408(a), the last sentence is 
amended by striking ‘‘, in accordance with 
this subsection, who owned the surface prior 
to May 2, 1977, and’’. 

(19) Section 409 is amended—
(A) in the second sentence of subsection 

(a), by striking the second ‘‘the’’ before 
‘‘governing body’’; 

(B) in the last sentence of subsection (a), 
by striking ‘‘State regulatory authorities’’ 
and inserting in its place ‘‘States and Indian 
tribes’’; 

(C) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘section 
403(b)(1)’’ before ‘‘the provisions’’; and 

(D) in subsection (c)(3), by striking ‘‘which 
have made the certification referred to in 
section 411(a)’’ and inserting in its place 
‘‘that have been certified under section 411 of 
this Act’’. 

(20) Section 410 is amended by—
(A) inserting the title ‘‘IN GENERAL.—’’ 

at the beginning of subsection (a); 
(B) inserting the title ‘‘RIGHT OF 

ENTRY.—’’ at the beginning of subsection 
(b); 

(C) inserting a new subsection (c) to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(c) STATE ASSUMPTION OF EMERGENCY 
RECLAMATION PROGRAM.—The Secretary may 
propose, and, after opportunity for public 
comment, adopt, regulations to require that 
States assume responsibility for admin-
istering the emergency reclamation program 
under this section to remain eligible to re-
ceive grants under section 405(h) of this Act. 
The regulations must establish procedures 
for that assumption, including, at a min-
imum, a requirement that States revise their 
abandoned mine reclamation plans approved 
under section 405 of this Act to include pro-
visions that—

‘‘(1) authorize the State to make the find-
ings required under subsection (a) of this sec-
tion; and 

‘‘(2) enable the State to conduct emergency 
reclamation activities consistent with sub-
section (b) of this section.’’. 
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(21) Section 411 is amended to read as fol-

lows:
‘‘Sec. 411. Certification of Completion of Coal 

Reclamation.
‘‘(a) The Governor of a State, or the head 

of a governing body of an Indian tribe, with 
an approved abandoned mine reclamation 
program under section 405, may certify to 
the Secretary that reclamation of all eligible 
lands and waters under section 404 with the 
priorities stated in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) 
of section 403(a) has been achieved. The Sec-
retary, after notice in the Federal Register 
and opportunity for public comment, shall 
concur with such certification if the Sec-
retary determines that such certification is 
correct. 

‘‘(b) The Secretary may make the certifi-
cation referred to in subsection (a) on behalf 
of any State or Indian tribe if, on the basis 
of the inventory referred to in section 403(c), 
all reclamation projects relating to the pri-
orities set forth in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) 
of section 403(a) for eligible lands and waters 
under section 404 in such State or tribe have 
been completed. The Secretary shall only 
make such certification after notice in the 
Federal Register and opportunity for public 
comments.’’. 

(22) Section 413(d) is amended by striking 
‘‘(33 U.S.C.A. 1151, et seq. as amended)’’ and 
inserting in its place ‘‘(33 U.S.C. 1251 et 
seq.)’’. 

(23) Section 413(e) is amended by striking 
the comma after the word ‘‘agencies’’. 

(24) Section 414 is amended to read as fol-
lows:
‘‘Sec. 414. Interagency Cooperation.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—All departments, boards, 
commissioners, and agencies of the United 
States of America shall cooperate with the 
Secretary by providing technical expertise, 
personnel, equipment, materials, and sup-
plies to implement and administer the provi-
sions of this title of this Act. 

‘‘(b) EXCISE TAX COLLECTION.—Notwith-
standing any provision of law to the con-
trary, the Secretary is authorized to collect 
the excise tax imposed by section 4121 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 
4121). The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
enter into an agreement with the Secretary 
providing for reimbursement of any addi-
tional expenses that the Office incurs in con-
nection with collecting this tax and con-
ducting audits related thereto.’’. 

(25) Section 415 is added to read as follows:

‘‘Sec. 415. Remining Incentives.
‘‘(a) Notwithstanding any other provisions 

of this Act to the contrary, the Secretary 
may propose, and, after opportunity for pub-
lic comment, adopt, regulations that would 
prescribe conditions under which the fund 
may be used to promote remining of eligible 
lands under section 404 to leverage use of 
monies available from the fund to achieve 
more reclamation of those lands than would 
otherwise be likely to occur. Any such regu-
lations shall specify that these incentives 
will apply only in situations in which the 
agency administering this title of this Act 
determines, with the concurrence of the reg-
ulatory authority under title V of this Act 
that the site is otherwise not likely to be 
remined and reclaimed under the applicable 
regulatory program. 

‘‘(b) Incentives that may be considered in-
clude, but are not limited to—

‘‘(1) A rebate or waiver of the reclamation 
fee payments required under section 402(a) of 
this Act. The rebate or waiver shall be lim-
ited to operations that remove or reprocess 
abandoned coal mine waste or that remine 
sites meeting the priorities in paragraph (1) 
or (2) of section 403(a). The amount of the re-
bate or waiver shall be limited to the esti-

mated cost of reclaiming those sites under 
this title of this Act. 

‘‘(2) Use of the fund to provide financial as-
surance for remining operations in lieu of all 
or part of the performance bond required 
under section 509 of this Act.’’. 

(26) section 510 is amended by—
(A) inserting a sentence at the end of sub-

section (c) to read as follows: ‘‘In applying 
the prohibitions of this subsection after Oc-
tober 24, 1992, the regulatory authority shall 
not include any violation resulting from an 
unanticipated event or condition at a surface 
coal mining operation on lands eligible for 
remining under a permit held by the person 
making the application.’’; and 

(B) striking subsection (e) in its entirety. 
(27) Section 515(b)(22)(B) is amended to 

read as follows: 
‘‘(B) the areas of disposal are within either 

a bonded permit area or the boundaries of an 
abandoned mine land reclamation project ap-
proved under title IV of this Act, and all or-
ganic matter shall be removed immediately 
prior to spoil placement;’’. 

(28) Section 701 is amended by—
(A) in paragraph (33), striking ‘‘section 

510(e)’’ and inserting in its place ‘‘section 
510(c)’’; and 

(B) amending paragraph (34) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(34) the term ‘‘lands eligible for re-
mining’’ means those lands eligible for ex-
penditures under section 404 of this Act.’’.

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 296—RELAT-
ING TO SENATE ADJOURNMENTS 
AND RECESSES 

Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr. 
DASCHLE) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 296

Resolved, That the Presiding Office of the 
Senate may suspend any proceeding of the 
Senate, including a roll call vote or a 
quorum call, and declare a recess or adjourn-
ment of the Senate subject to existing au-
thorities or subject to the call of the Chair, 
within the limits of article I, section 5, 
clause 4, of the Constitution, whenever the 
Presiding Officer has been notified of an im-
minent threat. 

SEC. 2. When the Senate is out of session, 
the Majority and Minority Leaders, or their 
designees, may, acting jointly and within the 
limits of article I, section 5, clause 4, of the 
Constitution, modify any order for the time 
or place of the convening of the Senate 
when, in their opinion, such action is war-
ranted by intervening circumstances.

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet on February 4, 2004, at 9:30 
a.m., in the Carl Vinson Room of the 
Rayburn House Office Building, in open 
session to receive testimony on the De-
fense Authorization request for fiscal 
year 2005 and the future years Defense 
program. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered.

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE TO 
ESCORT HIS EXCELLENCY JOSE 
MARIA AZNAR, PRESIDENT OF 
THE GOVERNMENT OF SPAIN 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the President 
of the Senate be authorized to appoint 
a committee on the part of the Senate 
to join with a like committee on the 
part of the House of Representatives to 
escort His Excellency Jose Maria 
Aznar, President of the Government of 
Spain, into the House Chamber for the 
joint meeting tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR COMMITTEE TO MEET 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask an-
other unanimous consent for a com-
mittee to meet during tomorrow’s ses-
sion of the Senate. It has the approval 
of the majority and minority leaders. 

I ask unanimous consent that this re-
quest be agreed to and that this re-
quest be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. FRIST. For the information of 
Members, Chairman WARNER will hold 
this hearing tomorrow at 9:30 a.m., in 
the Rayburn House Office Building, in 
the Carl Vinson Room. Secretary 
Rumsfeld will be at the hearing and 
will provide testimony on the 2004 De-
fense authorization bill. 

Again, this hearing will be in the 
Rayburn House Office Building at 9:30 
tomorrow morning. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 4, 2004 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 1 p.m., Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 4. I further ask that following 
the prayer and pledge, the morning 
hour be deemed expired, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate then resume consideration of S. 
1072, the highway bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered.

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, tomorrow 
at 11 a.m., the Senate and House will 
conduct a joint meeting to hear an ad-
dress by President Aznar of Spain. We 
do ask Senators be in the Senate 
Chamber at 10:40 a.m. so Senators can 
proceed together to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives for that ad-
dress. 

At 1 p.m., the Senate will reconvene 
and resume consideration of S. 1072, 
the highways bill. Notwithstanding the 
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recent events, it is still my intention 
to complete action on this bill before 
the February recess. Indeed, with the 
progress demonstrated today, I believe 
we can indeed accomplish just that. 

I do inform my colleagues that roll-
call votes should be anticipated during 
tomorrow’s session as we begin the 
amendment process. I encourage Sen-
ators to come to the floor to offer and 
debate amendments. In addition to the 
highway bill amendments, the Senate 
may also consider any available judi-
cial nominations tomorrow. We will 
alert all Members as these votes are 
scheduled. 

With regard to the events that have 
occurred over the course of today, I do 
appreciate the patience of all of the 
Members with the restrictions we have 
had to put in place in terms of access 
to papers and access to their offices. 
First and foremost, our attention is on 
the staff and on the safety of the Sen-
ate family, the extended Senate family 
that begins with our own employees in 
our offices and then extends out 
through the Senate community and, 
indeed, beyond the immediate commu-
nity here. 

It has been a difficult day but, as I 
said earlier, it has given us an oppor-
tunity to really come together in some 
remarkable ways. I contrast it with a 
lot that we had to go through several 
years ago with anthrax, which was a 
very difficult time as well. It was a sep-
arate agent, but now another agent has 
been directed against this body. These 
agents are weapons that kill. People 
ask, is it terrorism? Was it a criminal 
act? To me, both of those demonstrate 
the intent to harm and to hurt. Both 
were acts of terror. The whole purpose 
is not just to physically harm but also 
to cause insecurity among people. 

We have learned over the last several 
years the best way to alleviate and 
tone down that feeling of insecurity 
when dealing with unknown agents—
agents that have never been used this 
way in the history of mankind, poi-
sonous toxins or biological agents that 
for the most part we cannot really see 
you can see the powder, but you cannot 
touch it, and you know the weapons 
kill when they get into the immediate 
surroundings and are directed at indi-
viduals—is the pulling together and the 
sharing of information, with openness, 
holding press conferences, using the 
Blackberries, the computer and the 
telephone, the personal interaction. 
Put that together with good informa-
tion and accurate information and 
things can work out in a smooth way, 
in a way that allays the great fears we 
all have when dealing with the new 
powerful agents, we are all more com-
fortable, more secure, we are all a lit-
tle more relaxed. 

This is very serious business. There 
is nothing more serious. We are talking 
about the health and safety and wel-
fare of individuals and, through those 
individuals, their families. It extends 
not just on Capitol Hill but the feeling 
of insecurity around the country. 

I keep coming back to the individ-
uals and the families. I do want to 
share with everybody that the individ-
uals in my office are doing fine. The 
people who happened to go through the 
office where this powder was discovered 
took appropriate procedures on behalf 
of my staff that went into effect imme-
diately in the response by the police 
and HAZ–MAT personnel, with appro-
priate notification all the way up 
through late last night. I have been 
very pleased and very proud. They are 
all doing fine. We have had two con-
ference calls today, one bright and 
early this morning. Many did not get 
home until 2 or 2:30 last night, after 
waiting, of course, for some of the lat-
est results. We had a conference call 
with everyone early this morning be-
fore the Senate session and we just 
completed another one. We are pro-
viding access to medical personnel and 
physicians and trying to answer as 
many questions as we possibly can 
with them. I am mighty proud of them 
and things are looking fine. 

It is remarkable also for me to see, 
having been involved in both of these 
attacks with toxins, chemical acts and 
bioterror agents, the real integration 
and the working together which people 
do not see. I share with my colleagues 
our thanks to the various staff mem-
bers who, starting immediately yester-
day and working through today, in-
clude the United States Capitol Hill 
Police—and they serve on both the 
Senate and the House side—who dem-
onstrated excellent leadership. Their 
experience and the protocols imme-
diately came together, working very 
closely with the response team and the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

We all asked questions. Yes, you saw 
a powder, but how far does it aero-
solize? How far does it travel over the 
Capitol grounds? The EPA has been in-
strumental over the last day having 
prepared for this sort of event over the 
last several years. 

The United States Marine Corps; a 
lot of people say, What do you mean? 
The United States Marine Corps has 
been very helpful in the process of get-
ting things back up and running.

The Joint Terrorism Task Force is 
something we did not even think very 
much about 3 years ago. And that joint 
terrorism task force is now an orga-
nized group. They were prepared for 
this. 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation 
has been working diligently over the 
last 24 hours with us and the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. 

As a physician, of course, I usually 
start with recognizing the medical per-
sonnel. In all public events, we will 
have the Senate Capitol attending phy-
sician there. He, again, walked us 
through the anthrax threat. He has 
more experience than anybody in the 
world today in terms of a bioterrorist 
or chemical terrorist attack in an in-
stitution or society such as this, hav-
ing gone through anthrax and now the 
ricin attack, and that is John Eisold 

who does a tremendous job. One of his 
physicians was with my staff con-
stantly all last night from early in the 
evening until the early hours of the 
morning, sitting with my staff 
throughout, answering questions and 
reassuring them and appropriately ad-
vising them and counseling them. 

The Sergeant at Arms, Bill Pickle, 
who was not here when we had the an-
thrax attack but who has been here 
over the course of the year, again, is 
doing a superb job. He and I have 
talked to each other at least every 
hour except for maybe two hours be-
tween 4 and 6 early this morning. 

Secretary of the Senate Emily Rey-
nolds’ office right now serves as a cen-
tral hotline point and control room in 
terms of coordination. 

The list could go on and on. I men-
tion all this because Senator DASCHLE 
and I have worked over the course of 
today and we are doing our very best in 
terms of the communication, getting 
accurate information out, and we are 
continuing to do just that over the 
next several days. 

The Senate has not missed a beat. We 
have been in session, had a productive 
day. We are in session tomorrow, for 
another productive day. We will have a 
joint meeting of Congress to hear an 
address of the President of Spain, a 
wonderful friend to the United States 
of America, President Aznar. 

Following that, as I mentioned ear-
lier, we will come into session at 1 p.m. 
and votes will occur. 

I mentioned we are moving one com-
mittee over to the House side; other 
committees will be meeting in the Cap-
itol. I do ask that individual com-
mittee members check with their com-
mittee chairman for the location of in-
dividual hearings. We do have three 
Senate office buildings which are 
closed: the Hart building, Dirksen, and 
Russell. All three Senate office build-
ings will be closed throughout tomor-
row. It is primarily to facilitate in the 
most time-efficient fashion the collec-
tion and removal of mail. That is the 
primary purpose. That is well under-
way as we speak. 

With that, I believe I will bring this 
session to a close. We will be back 
working hard tomorrow and we will be 
staying in touch with everyone over 
the course of tonight. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, very brief-
ly, I am the only former Capitol police-
man here who is a Senator. I have such 
great respect for the work they do. 
When I was a Capitol policeman, I did 
not have near the responsibilities, not 
even close to what goes on now in this 
modern police force. We have what I 
think is, if not the best police force, 
one of the best. They are the ones who 
are really talking about first line re-
sponders; they are that.

The problem occurred with anthrax, 
or with this ricin; they are the first to 
go there. They do it with courage and 
determination. We see these men and 
women a lot of times standing at their 
duty stations and some people wonder 
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what they do. Well, every day they are 
working—for lack of a better way to 
say it, as happened in the Capitol just 
a few years ago, they take bullets for 
us. They are well trained in any aspect 
of law enforcement, as well trained as 
anyone in the country. 

I underscore the remarks of the ma-
jority leader. We are very proud of our 
Capitol police force. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 1 P.M., 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2004 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, if there is 

no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate stand in adjournment under 
the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:18 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, February 4th, at 1 p.m.

f 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by 

the Senate February 3, 2004:

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

JERALD S. PAUL, OF FLORIDA, TO BE PRINCIPAL DEP-
UTY ADMINISTRATOR, NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY 
ADMINISTRATION. (NEW POSITION) 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CRAIG A. KELLY, OF CALIFORNIA, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF CHILE. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

MATTHEW G. WHITAKER, OF IOWA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
IOWA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE STEVEN M. 
COLLOTON, RESIGNED. 
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CONGRATULATING DEPUTY SHER-
IFF’S ASSOCIATION OF SAN 
DIEGO COUNTY 

HON. RANDY ‘‘DUKE’’ CUNNINGHAM 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the 50th anniversary of the 
San Diego County Deputy Sheriff’s Associa-
tion (DSA). I am proud to recognize the con-
tributions they have made to the community, 
the Sheriff’s Department, and San Diego 
County. 

As many of us know, it is difficult to succeed 
at anything without support. DSA has been 
providing that necessary and crucial support to 
San Diego County law enforcement for 50 
years. The Deputy Sheriff’s Association has a 
noble mission to promote professionalism in 
law enforcement. In addition, the DSA holds 
honesty, integrity, dedication, accountability, 
respect, compassion, courage, and trust as 
core values. 

Specifically, I want to recognize the 2004 
Board Members: President, Jim Duffy; Vice 
President, Ernie Carillo, Secretary/Treasurer, 
Jim Birdsong; and Directors James Armand, 
Gary Chambers, John Mercer, Ron Morse, 
Dave Myers, and Donna Perone. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to recognize 
the San Diego Deputy Sheriff’s Association as 
they celebrate their 50th anniversary. I thank 
the DSA for their continued service and wish 
them another 50 productive years.

f 

RECOGNIZING JAMES 
SPRINGFIELD 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to 
rise before you to recognize a tremendous 
public servant from my district. Mr. James 
Springfield, President and Chief Executive Of-
ficer for Valley Baptist Health System in Har-
lingen, Texas, was recently named ‘‘Young 
Healthcare Executor of the Year’’ by the 
American College of Healthcare Executives 
(ACHE), a national organization based in Chi-
cago. 

Mr. Springfield will receive the 2004 Robert 
S. Hudgens Memorial Award on March 1 at 
the Parker B. Francis Distinguished Lecture 
Hall during ACHE’s 47th Congress on 
Healthcare Management in Chicago. 

The Hudgens Award is presented annually 
to an exceptional healthcare executive who is 
less than 40 years old and who is the chief 
executive officer or chief operating officer of a 
health services organization. 

A native of Georgia, Mr. Springfield at-
tended Baylor University in Waco where he re-
ceived a Bachelor of Business Administration 

degree. He earned a Master’s in Healthcare 
Administration degree from the University of 
Houston—Clear Lake. His awards include the 
‘‘Emerging Leader’’ and the ‘‘Regents Award’’ 
from the American College of Healthcare Ex-
ecutives as well as serving as a Diplomate for 
the College. 

He received the ‘‘Distinguished Alumnus’’ 
award from the University of Houston—Clear 
Lake. The Rotary International Foundation 
also awarded Mr. Springfield the Paul Harris 
Fellow Award. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring this unique patriot. James Spring-
field has dedicated his life to the field of 
healthcare and he represents a level of pro-
fessionalism and achievement.

f 

HONORING HELEN G. JACOB NA-
TIONAL ‘‘FOUR CHAPLAINS’’ 
AWARD RECIPIENT 

HON. JACK QUINN 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to 
rise today to officially recognize and pay trib-
ute to Violet Brosart. 

Violet Brosart is a resident of Lackawanna, 
New York and is currently serving as the 
President of the American Legion Auxiliary, 
Department of New York. The American Le-
gion Auxiliary is the largest women’s patriotic 
service organization in the world. Its primary 
goals are to serve veterans and their families, 
to promote patriotism and Americanism, and 
to serve our children and communities. Presi-
dent Brosart is a 36-year member of Hamburg 
Unit #527 in Erie County. She has served as 
its president and remains an active member. 
She has also been active in her community, 
becoming involved in Boy Scouts, Campfire 
Girls, Youth Baseball, the Empire State Ballet 
Company, and the Hamburg Little Theater. 
She also worked for 10 years as a child day 
care provider. Mrs. Brosart is the mother of 4 
and grandmother of 10. She also has one 
great grandchild. 

Each year the Department president choos-
es a project of particular interest to her and 
raises money for that cause. This year Presi-
dent Brosart has chosen the Alzheimer’s As-
sociation as her special project. More than 14 
million Americans will be diagnosed with Alz-
heimer’s Disease within the next 50 years un-
less a cure or prevention is found. Alzheimer’s 
disease affects not just the patient, but the 
family as well. Often children and grand-
children find themselves becoming the care-
givers to those who once gave care to them. 
Money raised for this special project will be 
distributed to all seven areas of the Alz-
heimer’s Coalition in New York State, based 
on need. The money will be used to support 
programs in the following areas: early diag-
nosis, effective treatment, essential support 
networks, and caregiver training. In addition to 

these areas of concern, the Alzheimer’s Coali-
tion is working in conjunction with the VA fa-
cilities to aid veterans that have Alzheimer’s. 
By embracing this project, President Brosart 
and the American Legion Auxiliary can ‘‘Help 
for Today’’ and ‘‘Hope for Tomorrow.’’ To date, 
over $15,500 has been raised, with a goal of 
$40,000 by August 1, 2004. 

Traveling throughout the 62 counties in New 
York State, President Brosart emphasizes the 
American Legion Auxiliary’s strong commit-
ment to our country and to our veterans. Her 
patriotic spirit is evident in all of her speeches 
and presentations. The members of the Amer-
ican Legion Auxiliary, Department of New 
York, are very proud of President Brosart and 
her deep commitment to the veterans of our 
Nation.

f 

HONORING LONGS PEAK COUNCIL 
BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA 

HON. MARILYN N. MUSGRAVE 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the Boy Scouts of America and spe-
cifically the Longs Peak Council Boy Scouts of 
America for their outstanding service and com-
mitment of duty to our local communities and 
to the nation. 

The Longs Peak Council covers a large 
area spanning from northeastern Colorado 
and up into the Wyoming and Nebraska area. 

As of December 31, 2002, the Boy Scouts 
of America had nearly 3,325,504 active Boy 
Scouts nationwide. On the local level this 
equaled out to 30,230 hours of community 
service in hundreds of different community 
service events. 

Nearly 1,420,000 hours from 5,917 volun-
teer leaders have been spent teaching by ex-
ample the values of citizenship and the re-
wards of participating in their local commu-
nities. 

The fulfillment of being active in the commu-
nity has not only been a valuable lesson for 
the Boy Scouts, but the citizens of Colorado 
have been sincerely grateful for all of this hard 
work. 

In the Greeley flood of 1996 Scouts and 
leaders filled thousands of sandbags and 
helped protect the property and lives of the 
residents of Greeley. One year later hundreds 
of Larimer County Scouts and leaders as-
sisted elderly residents in recovering their be-
longings from the destroyed homes in the dev-
astating Spring Creek flood of Fort Collins. 
Each year in the Scouting for Food program 
the local Boy Scouts gather 50 to 80 tons of 
much needed canned food for local food 
banks. 

The Boy Scouts of America is truly the larg-
est and most successful youth protection pro-
gram among the youth-serving agencies na-
tionwide. From CPR training, first aid and life 
guard training to computer science and rock 
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climbing courses, the opportunities for enrich-
ment abound for the boys and young adults of 
Colorado’s 4th Congressional District, and in-
deed, nationwide. 

I am so very proud of all the Longs Peak 
Council Boy Scouts of America has done for 
our communities. I ask my fellow congress-
men to join me in publicly honoring the Boy 
Scouts of America and their tireless dedication 
to serving others. May God bless the Boy 
Scouts of America for decades to come.

f 

HONORING HELEN G. JACOB NA-
TIONAL ‘‘FOUR CHAPLAIN’’ 
AWARD RECIPIENT 

HON. JACK QUINN 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to 
rise today to officially recognize and pay trib-
ute to my dear friend and close advisor, Helen 
G. Jacob. 

A buck sergeant during World War II in both 
the U.S. and European theater, Helen has 
been a shining example of advocacy and com-
mitment to America’s veterans, both in west-
ern New York and throughout the Nation. 
When I was elected to Congress and received 
my assignment on the House Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, I turned to local veterans 
leaders and organizations for advice and 
counsel. One of my first calls was to Helen 
Jacob. She has served as an integral part of 
my Veterans’ Advisory Committee since its in-
ception and is a wealth of knowledge on a 
host of veterans issues. 

Her many awards, honors and citations are 
too numerable to mention, but if you will per-
mit me, I would like to highlight just a few. In 
1996, the Buffalo VA medical center opened 
its Women’s Ambulatory Care unit, a new unit 
in the hospital to address the growing needs 
of our female veterans. Helen was instru-
mental in this project. When we dedicated that 
wing, we recognized those tremendous efforts 
and named it accordingly. I would invite every 
Member to visit the Helen G. Jacob Women’s 
Wellness Center in Buffalo, New York. She 
has won the Legionnaire of New York State 
Award, the Found Woman Award, the Golden 
Rule Award, the Prime Time Award and the 
Susan B. Anthony Award. Simply put, Helen 
Jacob could not be more deserving of the high 
distinction of this national award. 

Helen’s community service is not limited to 
veterans. She serves on countless boards and 
organizations that help people in my district 
every day. Her lifetime efforts to strengthen 
her country and community have set an exam-
ple we all should follow. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to count Helen 
Jacob among my friends, and am pleased and 
honored to bring to the attention of this honor-
able body her outstanding service and this 
well-deserved award.

HONORING LOVELAND’S 
VALENTINE REMAILING PROGRAM 

HON. MARILYN N. MUSGRAVE 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the Loveland, Colorado Valentine 
Card Remailing Program for their outstanding 
and creative service to Loveland and to the 
rest of the Nation. 

The Loveland Valentine Card Remailing 
Program began in 1946. Postmaster Elmer 
Ivers, Chamber of Commerce president Ted 
W. Thompson and his wife Mabel were the 
original founders of this unique tradition. What 
began as a stamp club project has since 
grown into the largest remailing program in the 
United States of America. 

In 1947, 40 cards were sent through the 
Loveland, Colorado Post Office and post-
marked with a unique Valentine inked stamp. 
Now every year nearly 300,000 valentines are 
sent through the Loveland, Colorado Post Of-
fice. Behind the scenes there are about 50 
senior citizen volunteers that hand stamp a 
message of love on the envelopes that are re-
ceived. 

This year’s message of love, called a ‘‘ca-
chet,’’ was submitted by Diana Reed and 
reads ‘‘Sweet Promises on Arrows Ride from 
Loveland’s Heart to the Whole World Wide.’’ 
Stephanie Moss submitted the Cachet design. 
The Cachet design is Dan Cupid holding a 
heart shaped world in one hand, with doves 
and mountains framing the verse. 

Loveland’s official Valentine Card design 
was submitted by Brenda Crow and pictures 
two white doves sitting in a bed of lavender 
flowers below three red hearts framed in flow-
ers. On the inside of the card a Valentine 
verse reads ‘‘Loveland, Colorado, the Sweet-
heart City has a Valentine Poem for the Witty. 
Candy is Sweet, Lemons are Sour, I’ll be lov-
ing you through the Midnight Hour.’’ And was 
submitted by third grader Shelsey Sybrandts 
who is the youngest author of the Valentine 
Verse in the 57-year history of the Loveland, 
Colorado Valentine Remailing Program. 

The modest city of Loveland has created 
quite a name for itself and is globally known 
as the ‘‘Sweetheart City.’’ Valentines are sent 
through Loveland from all fifty States as well 
as 120 countries. The Loveland, Colorado Val-
entine Remailing Program has been featured 
globally on PBS, the London Broadcasting 
Company, radio casts in Australia, and is 
mentioned in many more newspapers and 
magazines. 

A special Valentine representative is also 
chosen by a committee to win a $1,000 schol-
arship and to represent Loveland in various 
meetings with the Governor of Colorado and 
will often make speeches in front of the State 
House of Representatives and the State Sen-
ate. In the past, Miss Loveland Valentine has 
been the only person to be allowed to make 
a presentation in front of Colorado’s State 
Legislature. 

I am so very proud of the humble town of 
Loveland, where my office headquarters are, 
and the Loveland Valentines Remailing Pro-
gram. I ask my colleagues to join me in a 
unanimous tribute to all of the senior citizen 
volunteers, the authors of this year’s Valentine 
card: Shelsey Sybrandts, Brenda Crow, Steph-

anie Moss, and Diana Reed, and to congratu-
late Sara Craig for being this year’s Miss 
Loveland Valentine. May this noble tradition lift 
up our hearts and spread love and compas-
sion around the world for years to come.

f 

HONORING THE ‘‘GO RED FOR 
WOMEN’’ CAMPAIGN 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the ‘‘Go Red for Women’’ na-
tional campaign sponsored by the American 
Heart Association. This initiative is brought 
forth to raise awareness in women about heart 
disease. 

Friday, February 6th is National ‘‘Wear Red 
Day,’’ a day when people nationwide are en-
couraged to take women’s health to heart by 
wearing red to show their support and raise 
awareness with the public that heart disease 
is the #1 killer of women in the United States. 
By showing off a favorite red dress, shirt, or 
tie, Americans will unite in the national move-
ment to give women a personal and urgent 
wake-up call about their risk of heart disease. 

In Fresno County, more than 763 women 
die each year of cardiovascular disease. Fres-
no’s luncheon event on Thursday will serve as 
a kick-off for the national event. Dr. Catherine 
Winchester is the only woman cardiologist in 
central California, and she will serve as the 
keynote speaker and several women heart 
survivors will also share their personal stories. 
The ‘‘Go Red for Women’’ luncheon is a won-
derful way of reminding the public that Feb-
ruary 6th is national ‘‘Wear Red Day.’’

The American Heart Association is com-
mitted to the support of ongoing medical re-
search to advance knowledge in the areas of 
prevention and treatment of heart disease and 
stroke. It launched its new initiative, ‘‘Go Red 
for Women,’’ to empower women to live longer 
and stronger lives and to help reduce their risk 
factors for heart disease. This has served as 
a call-to-action endeavor to educate women 
on how to recognize the symptoms of a heart 
attack and how to better their health. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend the Fresno County 
American Heart Association for hosting a ‘‘Go 
Red for Women’’ event that will help to edu-
cate and empower the women in its commu-
nity. I urge my colleagues to join me in prais-
ing the American Heart Association for its 
service to our Nation.

f 

TRIBUTE TO LAURA PEARSON, 
RIVERSIDE CITY COUNCIL 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to an individual whose 
dedication and contributions to the community 
of Riverside, California are exceptional. River-
side has been fortunate to have dynamic and 
dedicated community leaders who willingly 
and unselfishly give their time and talent and 
make their communities a better place to live 
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and work. Laura Pearson is one of these indi-
viduals. 

Laura has represented Ward 7 of the City of 
Riverside for 14 years and has faithfully rep-
resented her constituents who live in both 
rural residential and contemporary neighbor-
hoods. Her ability to see all sides of an issue 
have enabled her to be an effective 
councilmember. 

Laura served as the Chair of the Govern-
mental Affairs Committee, Vice Chair for the 
Development Committee and as a member of 
the Utility Services/Land Use/Energy Develop-
ment Committee. At the regional level, Laura 
served on the Riverside County Habitat Con-
servation Agency Board, City/County Animal 
Control Advisory Committee, Regional Water 
Quality Board and the Model Deaf Community 
Task Force. 

In 1998, a former Riverside City employee 
broke into the Riverside City Council Chamber 
during a meeting and seriously injured several 
people including Laura. Despite this incident, 
Laura persevered and continued public serv-
ice. Her courage and devotion demand our 
deepest respect and gratitude. 

Laura is newly and happily married to Bill 
Densmore, a County Veterans’ Service Officer 
and a City of Riverside Planning Commis-
sioner. She is also a proud mother and grand-
mother. 

Laura’s tireless passion for community serv-
ice has contributed immensely to the better-
ment of the community of Riverside, Cali-
fornia. She has been the heart and soul of 
many community initiatives and I am proud to 
call her a fellow community member, Amer-
ican and friend. I know that many community 
members are grateful for her service and sa-
lute her as she retires.

f 

HONORING 2003 EAGLE SCOUTS 
FROM THE 5TH DISTRICT OF 
TEXAS 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I recently 
had the privilege of honoring the 2003 Eagle 
Scout recipients from the Fifth Congressional 
District of Texas. As a Congressman and an 
Eagle Scout myself, I would like to recognize 
the tremendous achievement of these young 
men and commend them for their hard work 
and dedication. 

Of the millions of young men who join the 
Boy Scouts, only four percent achieve the 
highest rank of Eagle Scout. This rigorous pro-
gram demands excellence in many areas and 
tests the Scout’s commitment and strength of 
character. 

Eagles Scouts personify the qualities of 
trustworthiness, loyalty, helpfulness, friendli-
ness, courtesy, kindness, obedience, cheerful-
ness, thrift, bravery, cleanliness and rev-
erence. By earning the rank of Eagle Scout, 
these young men join a distinguished group of 
outstanding Americans including former U.S. 
Presidents, astronauts, and Pulitzer Prize win-
ners. 

America’s youth are the leaders of tomor-
row. I commend these Boy Scouts for pro-
viding excellent examples of leadership, citi-
zenship, and service to their communities and 
their peers. 

I would like to extend my most sincere con-
gratulations to the following recipients of the 
Eagle Scout Award. Their valuable contribu-
tions to society will no doubt continue as they 
continue their journey through life. 

Andrew Ryan Holman–Troop 103 
Cory Lynn Smith–Troop 391 
Christopher William Jennings Bryan–Troop 

890 
Spencer Douglas Adams–Troop 890 
Jonathan Dylan Shields–Troop 138 
William Lawrence Love–Troop 64 
Joshua Douglas Hughes–Troop 125 
Cameron Blevins O’Bannon–Troop 861 
Zachary Stephen Taylor–Troop 856
Michael Edward Flusche, Jr.–Troop 865 
Randall Charles Roysdon, Jr.–Troop 339 
Jonathan Kerry Van Zant–Troop 535 
Wesley James Mullins–Troop 435 
Graham Andrew Orr–Troop 435 
Jordan Whitney Ashford–Troop 852 
Jonathan Daniel Martin–Troop 856 
Marshall Glyn Holland, Jr.–Troop 792 
Sunray Roper Spinks–Troop 107 
Eric P. Mendershausen–Troop 636 
Caleb Peter Holzapfel–Troop 437 
Joel Andrew Fletcher–Troop 890 
Christopher Robert Darling–Troop 138 
Brandon Kent Parsons–Troop 856 
Curtis J. Aanerud–Troop 792 
Jared Asher Forbus–Troop 730 
Daniel Joseph Hale–Troop 865 
Reagan Lewis Loggins–Troop 744 
Matthew Glenn Higgins–Troop 744 
Christopher G. Plummer–Troop 744 
Alexander P. Jarrard–Troop 890 
Mitchell Jacob George–Troop 890 
Andrew M. Diaz–Troop 709 
Jared Nathaniel Wilson–Troop 852 
Eric Randall Johnson–Troop 890 
Phillip Rowe Vorkoper–Troop 709 
Troy Aleo Thompson–Troop 333 
Chad Jacob Krischke–Troop 707 
Brandon Casey Hall–Troop 707 
Andrew Jedidiah Floyd–Troop 138 
Eric Bruce Swanfeldt–Troop 647 
Ryan Lemuel Johnson–Troop 890 
Kyle Pierpont Johnson–Troop 890 
Michael Collin Zreet–Troop 890 
Travis Eugene Hughes–Troop 647 
Jonathan Collins Lloyd–Troop 343 
Darren Leland Butler–Troop 798 
Robert Alexander Harrell–Troop 890 
Thomas Nicodemus Wilder–Troop 719 
Wilson Rowden Steely–Troop 473 
Jason Howard Hensley–Troop 543 
Michael Curtis O’Rear–Troop 856 
Rory August Gerken–Troop 70 
Jeffred David Nicholson–Troop 779 
Michael Jones–Troop 33 
Justin Minor Bosque–Troop 744 
Ryan Keith Barley–Troop 707 
Grant Richard Reddy–Troop 707 
Scott Evans Holtzman, Jr.–Troop 890 
Ryan James Koch–Troop 890 
Lane Christopher Avery–Troop 852 
Richard Baker Batten–Troop 707

f 

HONORING CHIEF WARRANT 
OFFICER AARON WEAVER 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of a recently fallen soldier, Chief War-

rant Officer Aaron Weaver. Aaron was a mem-
ber of the Army’s 82nd Airborne Division and 
was stationed in Iraq. 

A little over two weeks ago, Aaron got on 
board a Black Hawk medevac helicopter to go 
to Baghdad for a routine medical check up. 
Aaron had recently undergone a serious bout 
with cancer and critical surgery. In fact, he 
could have remained in the states while the 
doctors continued to monitor his progress. 

Instead, Aaron volunteered for Iraq and re-
quested and received the medical waiver nec-
essary to deploy. He wanted to join his young-
er brother, Ryan and his comrades. He heard 
the call of duty and he answered it. 

His brother, Ryan, was also stationed in 
Iraq. Ryan and Aaron had plans to meet when 
Aaron was to arrive in Baghdad, but that mo-
ment never happened. The medevac that 
Aaron was traveling in was shot down by 
enemy fire and all nine soldiers, including 
Aaron, were killed. 

He is survived by his wife, Nancy, and his 
one year old daughter, Savannah. 

Aaron, already a decorated war hero who 
fought in the streets of Mogadishu in 1993 to 
rescue his friends after their Black Hawk had 
been shot down, set the highest example of 
someone who is willing to risk their own life to 
save others. 

His dedication to his country and fellow sol-
diers represents his tremendous sense of loy-
alty and selflessness. Aaron Weaver is a true 
American hero. Aaron will never be forgotten 
by his family, friends or the country he fought 
for.

f 

RECOGNIZING MAYOR JOHN L. 
WINTERSTELLA IN APPRECIA-
TION OF A LIFETIME OF SERV-
ICE TO THE PEOPLE OF MON-
MOUTH AND MANASQUAN 

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
honor that I have the opportunity to recognize 
an outstanding individual, John L. Winterstella, 
for a remarkable career of public service. 
Throughout his life, Mayor Winterstella has de-
voted himself to working for the people of his 
community, through serving not only as an 
elected official, but participating on a wide va-
riety of boards and charities. 

Mr. Winterstella began his career in the 
early 1970’s working with the Environmental 
Commission and the Planning Board in the 
borough of Manasquan, the latter of which he 
continues to tirelessly serve. He was elected 
as a Manasquan councilman from 1977 
through 1981, and was subsequently elected 
Mayor of the borough in 1984. 

During his tenure as Mayor, John 
Winterstella has served on the Monmouth 
Community Development Block Grant Com-
mittee from 1984 until the present, served as 
the Commissioner on the Sewage Authority 
from 1990 to 1999, and also served on the 
Executive Board of the New Jersey League of 
Municipalities from 1990 to 1998. The Mayor 
served as President of that League from 
1997–1998, and was enshrined in the 
League’s Hall of Fame in the year 2000. In 
addition to keeping his busy schedule, Mayor 
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Winterstella has testified before the Senate 
and Congress on the topic of clean air and 
water reform, subjects close to his heart. 

A career such as this merits strong praise, 
so Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend my 
dearest gratitude to Mayor Winterstella for his 
indelible service to the people of Monmouth 
County and the borough of Manasquan. In ad-
dition, I would like to ask my colleagues to join 
me in honoring a personal friend for a storied 
career that has positively shaped the lives of 
all people whom he has served.

f 

HONORING SY AND ESTELLE 
OPPER 

HON. ROBERT T. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
honor a couple with a truly outstanding history 
of community service and philanthropy. From 
their modest upbringing to the present day, Sy 
and Estelle Opper have always been gen-
erous with their time and resources and giving 
with their heart. Sy and Estelle have come to 
embody the best qualities of community serv-
ice and citizenship. As their friends, family and 
many admirers gather for the Shalom School 
Lighting the Way Gala in honor of their won-
derful contributions to the Jewish community, 
I ask all my colleagues to join me in saluting 
one of Sacramento’s most respected couples, 
Sy and Estelle Opper. 

Sy and Estelle Opper are lifelong Sac-
ramento residents who were raised with great 
family support and strong family values. Sy 
and Estelle were both encouraged by their 
loved ones to lend a helping hand to those 
who are in need. In the years after, Sy and 
Estelle have worked hard to transform this val-
uable lesson from childhood into a lifelong 
commitment to improve the lives of those who 
are less fortunate. Perhaps, more importantly, 
Sy and Estelle have passed the important val-
ues that they learned from their respective 
families to their four children and seven grand-
children. The people of the Capital Region 
should take great comfort in knowing that the 
Oppers’ trademark spirit of philanthropy and 
sense of humanity will continue to bless us for 
generations to come. 

In 1946, Sy Opper opened five plumbing 
stores, Harold’s Plumbing Supply. The last of 
this successful chain of plumbing stores would 
remain open until 2000. In spite of the consid-
erable time commitment that is required to run 
a successful business, the Oppers never al-
lowed their busy schedules to interfere with 
their resolute dedication to community service. 

Throughout the years, Estelle Opper has 
been active in a number of Jewish organiza-
tions including: Hadassah, TDX, Sisterhood, 
Jewish Family Service and the Grandparents 
Club at Shalom School. In addition, Estelle 
has also lent her name and efforts to help 
fundraise for Cancer research, the Breast 
Cancer fund of San Francisco and the River 
Oaks Center for Children, a multi-service be-
havioral healthcare agency for abused children 
and their families. 

As for Sy Opper, he has served as presi-
dent of the board for many Jewish organiza-
tions such as the Jewish Federation and B’nei 
Israel Congregation. Much like Estelle, Sy has 

also been active in a number of fundraising ef-
forts. Sy played an instrumental role in the 
construction of the Washington Neighborhood 
Center of Sacramento, a place that provides 
after school programs such as free tutoring, 
computer workshops, dance classes and fine 
arts programs for at risk children and teens. 
Currently, Sy serves as on the board of The 
Trust Fund for Jewish Elderly and on the Jew-
ish Family Service Board. 

Together, Sy and Estelle Opper have sup-
ported a number of important causes. Locally, 
Sy and Estelle have long been strong sup-
porters of the regional theaters. Sy and Estelle 
were major donors and participants in the pur-
chase of the property and building for the Jew-
ish Foundation, where the area’s only Jewish 
Day School, Shalom School, is located. On a 
national level, in addition to being long time 
members of AIPAC, the Oppers have been 
closely involved with the fundraising efforts for 
City of Hope National Medical Center, a place 
that provides essential help to millions of peo-
ple facing life-threatening diseases. The good-
will of the Oppers extends well beyond the 
boundaries of the United States. Over the 
years, Sy and Estelle Opper have participated 
in a number of missions to Israel. 

Mr. Speaker, as Sy and Estelle Opper’s 
friends and family gather to celebrate and pay 
tribute to their wonderful legacy of community 
service I am honored to pay tribute to two of 
Sacramento’s most honorable citizens. The 
Oppers continuous philanthropy is a true tes-
tament to the spirit of giving and helping those 
who are in need. I ask all of my colleagues to 
join with me in wishing Sy and Estelle Opper 
continued happiness and success in all their 
future endeavors.

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHUCK BEATY, 
RIVERSIDE CITY COUNCIL 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to an individual whose 
dedication arid contributions to the community 
of Riverside, California are exceptional. River-
side has been fortunate to have dynamic and 
dedicated community leaders who willingly 
and unselfishly give their time and talent and 
make their communities a better place to live 
and work. Chuck Beaty is one of these individ-
uals. 

Chuck Beaty’s career has been dedicated to 
education and community service. In 1961, 
Chuck received his B.S. in Education from the 
University of Kansas. While he was working 
towards his Master’s in History and Political 
Science, at the University of Missouri, he 
taught American History and Literature at a 
local junior high school. After receiving his 
M.A. in 1965, Chuck became a high school 
social studies department chairman and teach-
er for 3 years. 

In 1984, Chuck became Riverside’s Assist-
ant Superintendent of Educational Services 
and was responsible for several department 
managers. He was promoted to Deputy Super-
intendent 2 years later and was the District 
representative to Riverside’s Task Force 2000. 
During this time he also served as the Acting 
Superintendent and was responsible for the 

administration of a 31,000 person ADA school 
district. 

After serving in the educational field for 32 
years, Chuck was elected to represent Ward I 
of the City of Riverside. He retires after a dec-
ade of leadership and service to the commu-
nity of Riverside. He is also a member of the 
American Historical Society, the Association of 
California School Administrators, the Riverside 
Association of School Managers, and the So-
cial Studies Supervisors Association. One of 
his true passions in Riverside has been for the 
Evergreen Cemetery. 

In 1998, a former Riverside City employee 
broke into the Riverside City Council Chamber 
during a meeting and seriously injured several 
people including Chuck. Despite this incident, 
Chuck persevered and continued public serv-
ice. His courage and devotion demand our 
deepest respect and gratitude. 

Chuck’s tireless passion for education and 
community service has contributed immensely 
to the betterment of the community of River-
side, California. Chuck has been the heart and 
soul of many educational institutions and I am 
proud to call him a fellow community member, 
American and friend. I know that many com-
munity members are grateful for his service 
and salute him as he retires.

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL AND ECONOMIC CON-
TRIBUTIONS OF THE NUCOR 
STEEL BAR MILL 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, as a 
former businessman, I can attest that one of 
the most important issues facing business 
today is how to remain profitable, productive, 
and efficient—while at the same time pro-
tecting the environment. 

Many people would have us believe this is 
an ‘‘either-or’’ proposition. But I disagree. I be-
lieve strongly that many companies, large and 
small, are committed to preserving our natural 
resources. And recently, I had the opportunity 
to visit one, and see first-hand how it is suc-
cessfully pursuing a strategy of operational 
and environmental excellence. 

The Nucor Steel Bar Mill plant, located with-
in my District in Jewett, Texas, is undertaking 
a modernization program that, when com-
pleted next year, will make it perhaps the most 
sophisticated facility in the industry. This 
three-phase, $250 million initiative began in 
1999, and includes new equipment, new tech-
nologies, and a new melt shop. It will improve 
the facility’s operations at every level, and so-
lidify Nucor’s status as a world-class company. 
In the end, it will have a total annual economic 
impact on Texas of more than $460 million. 

But what is especially interesting about this 
modernization is that it will enable the plant to 
produce more steel and be more profitable, 
yet still provide even greater environmental 
protection. Specifically, Nucor-Jewett will in-
crease its capacity from the current 750,000 
tons of recycled steel per year to 1 million, 
and it will achieve that growth through the in-
stallation of pollution control equipment that 
actually supports rather than hinders the mill’s 
prosperity. 
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This new equipment is more than simply 

state-of-the-art. It is state-of-the-future. The 
new melt shop will be tightly closed, and en-
able the plant to capture 100 percent of all air 
emissions. Advanced technologies will mini-
mize the release of carbon monoxide and 
eliminate dust. All water-cooled furnace parts 
will have temperature sensors and flow meters 
to detect leaks.

In other words, Mr. Speaker, this is not an 
expansion for its own sake. It is an expansion 
for the sake of safety, the environment and 
the team of dedicated employees who work at 
Nucor-Jewett. I also want to point out that a 
centerpiece of this modernization is a new 90-
ton electric are furnace, or EAF. This too, 
stands as testimony of Nucor’s commitment to 
performing in the most responsible possible 
manner. 

The EAF process is one of the most effi-
cient, effective technologies in manufacturing 
today. It is less expensive and capital inten-
sive than traditional steel making, which has 
helped Nucor become one of the lowest-cost 
producers in the world. But just as important, 
it requires fewer raw materials and less en-
ergy. 

The facts are staggering. For every ton of 
steel produced, the EAF process saves 2,500 
pounds of iron ore, 1,400 pounds of coal, and 
120 pounds of limestone. Annually, it saves 
enough energy to electrically power the city of 
Los Angeles for eight years. On top of that, it 
also reduces air and water emissions, and 
greenhouse gases that are associated with 
conventional steelmaking. 

This kind of environmental responsibility is 
nothing new to Nucor. The company, which 
operates 30 facilities in 14 states—including 
four in Texas—is the largest producer of recy-
cled steel in the world. It takes scrap metal 
that would otherwise be clogging landfills or 
tossed in fields or along roadsides and turns 
it into something of value that can be used in 
automobiles, farm machinery, metal buildings, 
furniture and recreational equipment. 

But this modernization takes that commit-
ment to a whole new level. As I said at the 
outset of my remarks, it demonstrates that 
economic growth and environmental protection 
are not mutually exclusive. On the contrary, 
profit and prosperity can and should co-exist 
with efforts to preserve our natural resources. 

In Texas, we have the good sense to under-
stand this. Nucor’s ability to undertake such a 
significant modernization program was in part 
due to voter approval of a constitutional 
amendment in 1993 that provides tax exemp-
tions on property used for pollution control. 
The amendment enabled companies to invest 
in environmental technologies without fear of 
seeing their property taxes increase. So we 
were able to protect the environment, 
strengthen our business climate and hold the 
line on taxes. 

The success of Nucor-Jewett shows quite 
clearly that the wisdom Texans exhibited in 
1993 continues to pay off today. I would like 
to take this opportunity to commend the Nucor 
Steel Bar Mill Group, its employees and man-
agement for helping to make Texas a land of 
greater environmental and economic oppor-
tunity.

TAIWANESE REFERENDUM 

HON. SCOTT GARRETT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker 
Taiwan and the United States have a long and 
fruitful relationship. Taiwan’s democracy is 
modeled after ours and its economic pros-
perity depends much on the mutual trade be-
tween Taiwan and the United States. Taiwan’s 
leaders were mostly educated in the United 
States and Taiwan has nearly 30,000 students 
studying in America colleges and their tourists’ 
number one overseas destination is the United 
States. 

So despite the lack of formal diplomatic re-
lations, Taiwan is a close ally of our govern-
ment. It has supported our global war against 
terrorism and has pledged humanitarian-as-
sistance to postwar Iraq. 

On the other hand, we have the Taiwan Re-
lations Act, a law of the land which is de-
signed to provide Taiwan with adequate weap-
ons to protect itself against invasion from 
China. The U.S. policy on Taiwan-China rela-
tions is to maintain the status quo in the Tai-
wan Strait. 

Taiwan’s planned March 20 referendum, 
contrary to what Chinese leaders have said 
about it, is designed to maintain the status 
quo in the Taiwan Strait. It is not to provoke 
Chinese leaders. It merely asks Taiwan voters 
whether their government should buy more 
anti-missile weapons if China refuses to with-
draw its 496 missiles targeted at Taiwan and 
whether their government should open up 
talks with China about other issues. 

I feel the 23 million people of Taiwan have 
a right to hold such a referendum. We mustn’t 
allow China to intimidate Taiwan with talks of 
overtaking Taiwan by force and other verbal 
threats.

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. ROBERT E. 
WEST UPON RETIREMENT FROM 
YEARS OF DISTINGUISHED SERV-
ICE TO THE NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 
HOUSING AUTHORITY 

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take this opportunity to congratulate Mr. Rob-
ert E. West, who has recently retired from the 
position of Executive Director to the Neptune 
Township Authority. 

Robert E. West was born in New York, and 
moved to Neptune, NJ at an early age. After 
graduating as valedictorian of his high school 
class, and finishing his education at Mon-
mouth Junior College, he began work as an 
insurance agent in New York, eventually mov-
ing to the prestigious North Carolina Mutual 
Insurance Company. In addition to selling in-
surance, Mr. West worked with Haso Mainte-
nance Inc., working to dispatch taxis to the 
city’s Bronx borough. 

After 15 years working in the private sector, 
Mr. West’s heart wished to stay in the place 
that he had resided since childhood, and 
began what would be a storied career in the 

Neptune Township Housing Authority. From 
humble beginnings as a rent collector, Robert 
West rose through the ranks of the Authority 
to the prestigious position of Executive Direc-
tor. 

Mr. West’s distinguished period of public 
service included affiliations to the Neptune 
Lions Club, Jersey Shore Medical Center and 
stints as the President of the Neptune Board 
of Education, who’s most notable contribution 
was to save the school marching band 
through personal endeavors and vigorous 
fundraising efforts. 

Under Mr. West’s tenure as Executive Di-
rector, the Neptune Housing Authority has ex-
perienced growth unlike anything that it has 
ever seen. Director West implemented pro-
grams to improve the quality of life for tenants, 
improve the quality of the residences in which 
they resided, and helped to make the adminis-
trative offices of the NTHA handicap acces-
sible. For his work, the United States Housing 
and Urban Development Association awarded 
Mr. West several outstanding achievement 
awards. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
extend my dearest gratitude to Mr. West for 
his indelible service to the community in which 
he lived. A career such as his truly merits 
praise, and I too ask, that my colleagues join 
me in honoring Mr. Robert E. West for a sto-
ried career that has touched the lives of all 
those whom he had served.

f 

HONORING MURIEL JOHNSON 

HON. ROBERT T. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
honor a woman with a long and impressive list 
of contributions to the County of Sacramento. 
To say that Muriel Johnson is an important 
and treasured member of our community 
would only begin to skim the surface of the 
extraordinary service that she has given our 
communities over her 41 years as a Sac-
ramento resident. Muriel, who is currently in 
the last year of a successful 12-year stint as 
a Sacramento County Supervisor, has deserv-
edly been acknowledged by the Sacramento 
Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce as the re-
cipient of the 2003 Sacramentan of the Year 
Award. As her friends, family, and colleagues 
gather to celebrate Muriel’s illustrious career, I 
ask all my colleagues to join me in saluting 
one of the Capital Region’s most accom-
plished and widely respected leaders. 

Muriel Johnson grew up in Nebraska and 
earned a bachelor of music degree from the 
University of Nebraska. Before beginning her 
formal career in public service, Muriel contrib-
uted to the betterment of her community by 
serving as a high school English and music 
teacher. In addition, Muriel also taught ‘‘Man-
agement by Objectives’’ during her teaching 
career. 

Even before she was elected to the Sac-
ramento Board of Supervisors, Muriel was an 
active and instrumental member of the local 
volunteer community. Muriel played a vital role 
in raising more than $10 million dollars for a 
number of community service projects, the 
arts, and local charity. Muriel served as Presi-
dent of the Crocker Art Museum Board, the 
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Sacramento Junior League, the Sacramento/El 
Dorado Medical Association Alliance, the His-
tory Museum, and the Sacramento Symphony 
League. She also chaired the Advisory Board 
for California State Historic Park, and was a 
Mayor’s appointee on the Downtown District 
Study. Muriel’s close involvement with the di-
versity of community organizations is a testa-
ment to her unyielding commitment to bring 
about positive changes to her community and 
improve the quality of life of her fellow citi-
zens. 

In 1992, Muriel Johnson was first elected to 
the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors. 
Muriel represents approximately 250,000 peo-
ple living in the County’s Third District. The 
Third District includes the communities of 
Arden/Arcade, Carmichael, Campus Com-
mons, East Sacramento, College Glen, Col-
lege Greens, East foothills Farms and a por-
tion of North Highlands. During her tenure, 
Muriel has served as the Chair of the Board 
of Supervisors in 1995 and 1999. 

In addition to her duties as County Super-
visor, Muriel has also served admirably as the 
Chair, President and Board Member of the fol-
lowing organizations since first being elected 
as supervisor: Sacramento Area Council of 
Governments, Sacramento Public Library Au-
thority, California State Association of Coun-
ties, Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency, 
Cable Commission, Sacramento Regional 
Sanitation District, Sacramento Regional Tran-
sit, Sacramento Air Quality Management Dis-
trict, and California’s Elected Women’s Asso-
ciation of Education and Research. 

In recognition of her dedication to public 
service, Muriel is the rightful recipient of a 
number of community service awards includ-
ing: the California Medical Association Alliance 
1999 Member of the Year, the National Philan-
thropy Day Award for Outstanding Volunteer 
Fundraiser, the first E.A. Combatalade Com-
munity Service Award, Soroptimist Woman of 
the Year, the 1993 Business Volunteers for 
the Arts Award for Individual Service, the 
Women’s Transportation Seminar 2002 
Woman of the Year Award, the 2003 Shots for 
Tots Immunization Registry, and the 2003 
American Society for Public Administration’s 
Excellence in Public Arts Award. 

Throughout her term as County Supervisor, 
Muriel Johnson has remained a steadfast sup-
porter of neighborhood preservation, more effi-
cient transportation, better air quality, health 
and welfare issues, sound economic develop-
ment, better schools for our children and flood 
control. There is no doubt that every one of 
Muriel’s constituents has benefited in one way 
or another as a result of her hard work, dedi-
cation, and vision. 

Mr. Speaker, as Muriel’s friends, family, and 
colleagues gather to celebrate her great ca-
reer and acknowledgement as Sacramentan of 
the Year, I am honored to pay tribute to one 
of Sacramento’s most respected leaders. 
Muriel’s continuous leadership is a true testa-
ment to public service. Although her career in 
public service may soon be over, her involve-
ment in community service is, fortunate for us, 
far from over. I ask all of my colleagues to join 
with me in wishing Muriel Johnson continued 
success in all her future endeavors.

TRIBUTE TO JOY DEFENBAUGH, 
RIVERSIDE CITY COUNCIL 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to an individual whose 
dedication and contributions to the community 
of Riverside, CA are exceptional. Riverside 
has been fortunate to have dynamic and dedi-
cated community leaders who willingly and un-
selfishly give their time and talent and make 
their communities a better place to live and 
work. Joy Defenbaugh is one of these individ-
uals. 

Joy has represented Ward 3 of the city of 
Riverside for 12 years and has continually 
worked for the interests of her constituency. 
Her area of representation includes the Mag-
nolia Center and the Riverside Municipal Air-
port. 

Joy served as chair of the Development 
Committee and served on the Finance and 
Government Affairs Committees. She is a 
member and past chair of the March Joint 
Powers Commission for the reuse of March 
Air Reserve Base. Her commitment to the im-
provement of the city of Riverside has been 
steadfast. 

Early in her political career, Joy recognized 
the diversity and cultural differences within the 
community. At the direction of Colin Powell, 
Joy spearheaded the Common Ground Task 
Force which brought different groups of people 
in the community together regardless of ethnic 
background and cultural differences in order to 
relieve tension within the community. 

In 1998, a former Riverside City employee 
broke into the Riverside City Council Chamber 
during a meeting and seriously injured several 
people. Despite this incident, Joy persevered 
and continued public service. 

Joy’s tireless passion for community service 
has contributed immensely to the betterment 
of the community of Riverside, CA. She has 
had a commitment to the economic growth 
and has demonstrated leadership by recog-
nizing an immediate need for community initia-
tives such as railroad crossings and the Vision 
for Today and Tomorrow. Her patriotic spirit 
for military and country is admirable. She has 
been the heart and soul of many community 
initiatives and I am proud to call her a fellow 
community member, American and friend. I 
know that many community members are 
grateful for her service and salute her as she 
retires.

f 

CELEBRATING SCHOOL BOARD 
APPRECIATION MONTH 

HON. JEB HENSARLING 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, in the 
month of January, across the country, the 
State of Texas and in the Fifth Congressional 
District, we celebrate School Board Recogni-
tion Month, to acknowledge the hard work of 
school board members and thank them for 
their valuable service in the education of our 
children. 

During School Board Recognition Month we 
honor the administrators, staff, and volunteers 
who work to promote academic excellence 
and provide a safe learning environment for 
our students. 

School board members are responsible for 
fulfilling one of the most important roles in our 
society—helping develop young men and 
women into the future leaders of our nation’s 
economy, government, community, and 
houses of worship. 

I would like to extend my most sincere 
thanks to all school board members in the 
Fifth Congressional District of Texas for their 
continued dedication and hard work. Their 
contribution to the education of our children is 
truly helping to shape the future or our com-
munities and our Nation.

f 

HONORING ALICE A. HUFFMAN 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
a great leader, a woman of distinction, and a 
good friend, Alice Huffman. This month marks 
Alice’s 30th year of leadership in her efforts 
for equality and justice. The ninth Congres-
sional District salutes and thanks Alice for her 
tireless and spirited service. 

Alice Huffman was elected president of the 
California State Conference of the NAACP in 
October 1999, where she is the first woman to 
hold this post. In this role, Alice leads 67 local 
branches, and more than 30 college chapters 
and youth units. With her leadership, they are 
continuing to fight for civil rights and equality 
for people of color all over California. In 2002, 
she was elected to the NAACP National Board 
of Directors, representing Region I. 

Her past experience includes serving as an 
appointee in Governor Jerry Brown’s adminis-
tration where she was Chief Deputy Director 
of the State Parks and Recreation Department 
and, later his Director of the Office of Eco-
nomic Opportunity, a cabinet level position. 
Ms. Huffman has also served as the Associate 
Executive Director for politics for the California 
Teachers Association and State President of 
the Black American Political Association of 
California. 

Alice is founder and president/CEO of A.C. 
Public Affairs, Inc., a public affairs firm that 
specializes in public and grass roots advo-
cacy. She served on the Democratic National 
Committee as the cochair for the Site-Selec-
tion Committee for the 2004 Democratic Con-
vention. She is also a member of the Rules 
Committee for the California Democratic Party. 
Currently, Ms. Huffman serves on the board 
for Capitol Focus, as well as serving on T–
CAP, which is a consumer advisory panel to 
SBC/Pacific Bell. In addition, she serves on 
the ‘‘Commission for One California,’’ a forum 
for diversity and understanding headed by 
Lieutenant Governor Bustamante. She has re-
cently been appointed to Assembly Speaker 
Herb Wesson’s Commission on Police Con-
duct. 

Ms. Huffman graduated from the University 
of California, Berkeley with honors in Social/
Cultural Anthropology. She then advanced her 
studies at the University of Pennsylvania, Uni-
versity of California, Davis, and University of 
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Southern California. Her long-standing tenet is 
that learning is a life-long process. 

Alice was inducted into the Los Angeles Af-
rican American Women Political Action Com-
mittee’s Political Hall of Fame in April 2002 for 
her outstanding achievements as a social ac-
tivist in the minority community. Ms. Huffman 
is a member of Phi Beta Kappa, Alpha Kappa 
Alpha, and also the Sacramento Branch 
NAACP. The Los Angeles Times called her 
one of the most powerful people in California. 
The California Journal listed her as one of the 
top 50 individuals who had the greatest impact 
on California over the past 25 years and her 
local African American newspaper, The Sac-
ramento Observer, annually includes her in its 
100 most influential citizens. 

Finally, as we honor Ms. Huffman today, I 
want to thank her for being an exemplary role 
model, hero, and friend. I take great pride in 
joining Alice’s family, friends, and colleagues 
to recognize and celebrate the accomplish-
ments and contributions of the marvelous 
Alice Huffman.

f 

HONORING THE NATIONAL TELE-
COMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE 
ASSOCIATION’S 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY 

HON. BART GORDON 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the National Telecommunications Coop-
erative Association as the organization cele-
brates its 50th anniversary. I take great pride 
in the fact that two companies from my home 
district, Twin Lakes Telephone Cooperative in 
Gainesboro, Tennessee, and North Central 
Telephone Cooperative in Lafayette, Ten-
nessee, are among the founding members of 
NTCA. 

Forming soon after the Rural Electrification 
Administration (REA)—now known as the 
Rural Utilities Service—was granted authority 
to make loans to telephone companies, the 
National Telecommunications Cooperative As-
sociation (NTCA), along with Twin Lakes and 
North Central, has evolved from providing 
basic multi-party telephone service to offering 
a full array of advanced telecommunications 
services. 

The idea of expanding the scope and au-
thority of the REA began in the late 1930s 
when REA Administrator John Carmody wrote: 
‘‘Personally, I have long felt there was a real 
opportunity for constructive assistance to rural 
people in the idea of Federal financing of farm 
telephone lines. It seems to me that the rural 
people have just as much right to up-to-date 
communication as they have to modern 
power. There’s no question in my mind but 
that Government assistance will be required if 
the job is ever to be completed.’’ 

This idea remained just an idea until 1944 
when Senator Lister Hill (D–AL) introduced 
legislation calling for the formation of the Rural 
Telephone Administration, modeled after the 
REA. Senator Hill was soon joined in his effort 
to bring telephone service to rural America by 
Representative W.R. ‘‘Bob’’ Poage (D–TX), 
who introduced similar legislation granting the 
REA the authority to make loans for the exten-
sion and improvement of rural telephone serv-

ice. President Harry Truman signed the tele-
phone amendments to the Rural Electrification 
Act into law on October 28, 1949.

Soon after, the National Rural Electric Co-
operative Association (NRECA) created a tele-
phone committee, composed of representa-
tives of newly-formed joint electric-telephone 
cooperative organizations. By 1954, represent-
atives from these co-ops, with the encourage-
ment of NRECA, decided that the time had 
come to form a separate national organization 
to represent telephone cooperatives. On June 
1, 1954, eight companies—BEK Mutual Aid 
Corporation (Steele, North Dakota); Buggs Is-
land Telephone Cooperative (Chase City, Vir-
ginia); Mark Twain Rural Telephone Company 
(Bethel, Missouri); Mid-Rivers Telephone Co-
operative Inc. (Circle, Montana); Pineland 
Telephone Cooperative Inc. (Metter, GA); Win-
nebago Cooperative Telephone Association 
(Lake Mills, Iowa); and my constituents at 
Twin Lakes Telephone Cooperative and North 
Central Telephone Cooperative—formed the 
National Telephone Cooperative Association, 
which was later renamed the National Tele-
communications Cooperative Association. 

One of the first recipients of telephone loans 
from the REA was Twin Lakes Telephone Co-
operative, which was founded on March 13, 
1951. With its $25 membership fee and a REA 
loan approved in November of that same year, 
Twin Lakes was able to purchase an existing 
telephone company and expanded telephone 
service to Clay, Overton, Pickett and Fentress 
counties in northern Middle Tennessee. Soon, 
Twin Lakes was serving twelve exchanges 
and had customers stretched over 1,150 miles 
of line. By 1959, Twin Lakes was able to lower 
its membership fee to $10, which finally put 
the luxury of a telephone within reach of many 
who considered the initial membership fee of 
$25 out of reach. Inundated with new cus-
tomers, Twin Lakes soon had a backlog of 
close to 700 requests for service. People in 
rural Tennessee soon found that telephone 
service was not a luxury, but rather a neces-
sity. Today, Twin Lakes has more than 40,000 
access lines serving fifteen exchanges spread 
over Jackson, Clay, Overton, Pickett, Fen-
tress, Smith, and Putnam counties in Ten-
nessee. 

Like Twin Lakes, North Central Telephone 
Cooperative formed in the shadow of the ex-
pansion of the REA. Like REA Administrator 
Carmody, then Lafayette Mayor Hugh Butler 
understood the importance of telecommuni-
cations in rural America. As he stated in the 
Macon County Times on Nov. 29, 1951: ‘‘The 
installation of modern dial telephone service 
with adequate long-distance facilities will put 
Layfette on par with any rural county seat in 
Tennessee and will do much to insure contin-
ued progress and prosperity.’’ 

Prior to 1951, telephone service, if available, 
could only be described as sporadic. On 
March 8, 1951, Will Hall Sullivan, who served 
as North Central Telephone Cooperative’s first 
general manager, was successful in joining 17 
home-owned mutuals to form North Central 
Telephone Cooperative. By 1954, North Cen-
tral had connected its first exchanges in Green 
Grove in Hillsdale. In just two years, North 
Central had expanded to serving 2,600 cus-
tomers spread over ten exchanges: Lafayette, 
Hillsdale, Oak Grove, Green Grove, Bethpage, 
Scotsville, Pleasant Shade, Red Boiling 
Springs, Defeated and Westmoreland. Like 
Twin Lakes, North Central also faced rapid ex-

pansion as folks in rural America understood 
the necessity of a telephone and the impor-
tance of telecommunications. Today North 
Central serves in excess of 21,000 customers. 
As part of its commitment to providing ad-
vanced telecommunications services to its 
customers, North Central, in 1989, went be-
yond the then-standard copper cable and ana-
log switches that were still heavily used. The 
innovative cooperative instead opted to install 
digital switches and fiber-optic cable, and soon 
the rest of the industry was following. Some 
15 years later, these technologies are still 
widely considered the top of the line. This 
record of providing state-of-the-art technology 
continues today with its provision of high-
speed Internet access, long distance and dig-
ital satellite services. As North Central’s gen-
eral manager, F. Thomas Rowland, said: ‘‘Pro-
viding state-of-the-art technology has always 
been one of our main priorities. It’s our way of 
giving the community what it needs to be a 
great place to live, work and raise a family.’’ 

Twin Lakes and North Central are indicative 
of the membership of the National Tele-
communications Cooperative Association. 
NCTA’s membership has expanded from eight 
members in seven states to 558 members 
across 45 states. These small rural tele-
communications systems provide voice serv-
ices to approximately 3,270,000 subscribers 
over a combined territory comprising about 40 
percent of the geographic United States. On 
average, NTCA member-companies serve 
rural areas with a population density averaging 
between one to five customers per square 
mile, a sharp contrast from the average of 130 
customers per square mile for larger compa-
nies. Today, NTCA member-companies on av-
erage serve 5,100 subscribers. In addition to 
their traditional voice offerings, they provide 
rural customers with Internet, wireless, long 
distance, paging, and cable or satellite tele-
vision services. Through it all, NTCA members 
have maintained that local touch which can 
only be found by folks serving their friends 
and neighbors. With the financial assistance of 
the Rural Utilities Service, the Rural Tele-
phone Finance Cooperative and CoBank, 
NTCA members remain on the cutting edge of 
technology by expanding broadband opportu-
nities through fiber-to-the-home projects in 
communities across this country. As commit-
tees examine the issue of broadband avail-
ability across the nation, NTCA rural telephone 
companies continue to connect the heartland 
of America to the world. NTCA and its 558 
member-companies should be commended for 
their ever-present commitment to rural Amer-
ica. Happy 50th Anniversary, NTCA.

f 

COMMUNITY COLLEGES SUPPORT 
THE PRESIDENT’S PLAN 

HON. DOUG BEREUTER 
OF NEBRASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, in his State 
of the Union address on Tuesday night, Presi-
dent George W. Bush proposed new job-train-
ing grants for community colleges. This Mem-
ber is extremely pleased with this proposal, as 
the initiative would allow America’s community 
colleges to train workers for the industries that 
are creating the most new jobs. 
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Nebraska community colleges are certainly 

encouraged by the President’s proposal, as 
evidenced by the November 22, 2004, Omaha 
World-Herald article entitled, ‘‘Nebraska Edu-
cators Like Sound of Bush Proposals.’’ Mr. 
Jerry Moskus, President of Metropolitan Com-
munity College in Omaha was quoted in the 
article saying, ‘‘The great part about this was 
seeing the Members of Congress stand up 
and applaud for community colleges. I think 
that was the high point of my month.’’ 

Job training programs are essential, accord-
ing to Mr. Barry Kennedy, President of the Ne-
braska Chamber of Commerce and Industry. 
‘‘Those of us involved with economic growth 
have been talking about this for the last year 
or so,’’ Kennedy told the World Herald. ‘‘We 
still have people who say they would hire 
more people if they could just find people with 
the skills they needed.’’ 

The President’s proposal would also encour-
age students to take more rigorous courses in 
high school. As an incentive for students to 
take more demanding high school courses, 
the President’s proposal would provide larger 
grants for college under the Pell Grant pro-
gram. This program is said to be consistent 
with Nebraska’s P–16 Initiative, an initiative 
that integrates a student’s education beginning 
in preschool and ending with a 4-year college 
degree. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, this Member is in-
trigued and enthusiastically supportive of the 
President’s proposal. Also, this Member would 
like to express his support for community col-
leges and the quality education they provide.

f 

HONORING JENNIFER HUNTER 

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Jennifer Hunter, one of my remarkable 
young constituents who had an outstanding 
accomplishment. 

Jennifer is a 12 year-old little leaguer in my 
hometown of Tarpon Springs, Florida. In April 
of last year, she used her 60 mile per-hour 
fastball to throw a no-hitter against one of her 
team’s opponents. She had a 6 and 3 record 
and a 2.10 Earned Run Average in 54 innings 
last season. Baseball fans know that these are 
tremendous accomplishments. They are espe-
cially impressive considering Jennifer is play-
ing against boys. 

Jennifer, you see, loves baseball and want-
ed to test her skills against her peers, both 
male and female. Her teammates were unsure 
about having a girl on their team at first, until 
they saw her play. Jennifer recently told 
Sports Illustrated that ‘‘they thought I wasn’t 
going to be any good.’’ However, she says, 
they became closer once they saw her play, 
particularly after her no-hitter. Jennifer wants 
to play in the Women’s Professional Baseball 
League next year, and though the league has 
no players younger than 18, I am confident 
that she will give the older women all they can 
handle. 

Mr. Speaker, Jennifer Hunter has shown 
me, my friends, and neighbors that hard work, 
determination, and perseverance can help us 
achieve what many, if not most, thought im-
possible. I congratulate her and her family and 

urge our colleagues to wish her luck in her fu-
ture endeavors.

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. CECILIA COTA-
ROBLES SUAREZ 

HON. JOE BACA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
honor that I pay tribute today to the life of Dr. 
Cecilia Cota-Robles Suarez, a longtime polit-
ical and educational leader. She passed away 
last week after a courageous battle against 
breast cancer. This is why I have fought and 
continue to fight tirelessly on behalf of breast 
cancer research, through such legislation as 
H.R. 1385 which recently passed the House. 
Without proper funding, it will become increas-
ingly difficult to save the lives of people like 
Dr. Suarez, whose remarkable and inspira-
tional life touched the lives of countless peo-
ple. So I join today with family and friends in 
honoring her memory. 

To all those who knew Dr. Suarez, she ex-
hibited love of life, generosity of spirit, and 
compassion for her fellow man. She was a 
dedicated teacher who challenged those 
around her to strive for a better life through 
educational opportunities, never being satis-
fied with the way the world is but instead 
questioning what it could be. 

After receiving her Doctorate in education 
from U.C.L.A., Dr. Suarez went on to fight for 
early childhood and bilingual schooling. As 
President of the Association of Mexican Amer-
ican Educators (AMAE) and member of the 
National Chicana Foundation, as well as the 
Tri-Counties Mexican American Political Asso-
ciation, she was a passionate advocate and 
leading activist for Hispanic education. Her tre-
mendous selflessness led her to her role as 
community leader and respected member of 
her community. 

I join today with family and friends in paying 
tribute to Dr. Cecilia Suarez, beloved wife, 
mother, and friend. She is survived by her 
three children Francisco, Mike, and Laura, and 
her four grandchildren Arnado, Michelle, Chris-
tine, and Victoria. Her generous and gregar-
ious spirit will be deeply missed by all.

f 

CELEBRATING THE RIBBON CUT-
TING CEREMONY FOR THE 3D 
MEDICAL COMMAND AT THE 
UNITED STATES ARMY RESERVE 
CENTER AT FORT GILLEM 

HON. DAVID SCOTT 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in honor of 
a very special occasion. The United States 
Army Reserve 3d Medical Command will con-
duct a ribbon cutting ceremony for the Fort 
Gillem United States Army Reserve Center on 
Friday, the sixth of February, 2004 at Fort 
Gillem Georgia located in the 13th district of 
Georgia. 

During my tenure as the Representative of 
the 13th District of Georgia, the support of 
Fort Gillem continues to be my top priority. 

Not only is the installation a vital element to 
our country’s defense, but is the third largest 
employer in the largest county in my district. 
The United States Army Reserve Center pro-
vides a 1,600 person, two story training and 
storage facility, medical warehouse, and vehi-
cle maintenance to the multi-mission, multi-
service component functions of Fort Gillem. As 
the logistical base for the United States Army, 
Fort Gillem consists of 142 buildings and 77 
tenants spread over 1,427 acres, with the First 
U.S. Army as the senior occupant. 

The First U.S. Army trains, mobilizes and 
deploys Army Reserve and National Guard 
units in the eastern United States, Puerto 
Rico, and the United States Virgin Islands, 
and as directed, conducts Homeland Defense, 
in support of national objectives. The installa-
tion is also the home of an Explosive Ord-
nance Disposal Group Headquarters, respon-
sible for two medium company operational fa-
cilities and a Battalion Headquarters. The 2d 
United States Army Recruiting Brigade Admin-
istrative facility and Army Medical Department 
detachment also provide operational readiness 
as major tenants of Fort Gillem. 

Soon, an 88,000 square foot special design 
forensic Criminal Investigation laboratory that 
includes labs, administration, evidence storage 
and training and conference rooms will join 
Fort Gillem. With the opening of this new facil-
ity on Fort Gillem, the United States Army Re-
serve 3d Medical Command is now better 
equipped to continue its critical missions in 
support of our great Nation, and on behalf of 
the constituents of the 13th district of Georgia, 
welcome.

f 

RECOGNIZING BERNHARD ‘‘BAR-
NEY’’ MAYRSOHN ON HIS SERV-
ICE TO OUR COUNTRY 

HON. NITA M. LOWEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize Purchase, NY, resident Barney 
Mayrsohn for his life of service to our country, 
from the snowy forests of the Battle of the 
Bulge in WWII to the snowy streets of Moscow 
today. 

In 1943, Barney Mayrsohn was hard at work 
in college, but with the world at war, he would 
enter the U.S. Army, joining his father and two 
brothers, who were also serving. In September 
of 1944, he was shipped aboard the Queen 
Mary, with 1,500 of his fellow soldiers, to the 
European Theater. A member of the 106th In-
fantry Division, Mr. Mayrsohn would find him-
self thrust into the largest land battle of WWII 
in which the United States participated: the 
German offensive in the Ardennes in the win-
ter of 1944–1945 that would come to be 
known as the Battle of the Bulge. 

During the fighting, Mr. Mayrsohn would 
prove a brave and resilient soldier, getting 
wounded twice and earning two Purple Hearts, 
a Bronze Star, and a Combat Infantry Badge. 
As the battle continued unremittingly, the 
106th would lose half of the division, and Bar-
ney would be taken captive in December 
1944. 

He was taken by train, along with other Al-
lied prisoners-of-war, to the Stalag 4B prison 
camp. Along the way, he narrowly escaped 
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death yet again, as Allied aircraft, while bomb-
ing the German railroad tracks, mistakenly 
dropped a bomb on the train car in front of 
his. 

Mr. Mayrsohn’s transition into life as a pris-
oner was eased thanks to the generosity of 
British prisoners, who provided him with some 
Red Cross food packages and extra clothing 
that they had stored away. Over time, as the 
Red Army continued its inexorable advance 
westward, the Red Cross packages ran out 
and no more were on the way. Prisoners 
began to starve. Mr. Mayrsohn lost more than 
forty pounds.

As the sounds of artillery became louder 
over the spring, it was clear that the Red Army 
was near. In April of 1945, the Russians ar-
rived at the gates of Stalag 4B. After more 
than five months in enemy captivity, Mr. 
Mayrsohn was free. 

The captain of the liberating Russian unit 
gathered together Mr. Mayrsohn and four of 
his fellow American soldiers with three Rus-
sian female military personnel for a picture. 
This photo would return with Mr. Mayrsohn to 
America. And there it lay, untouched for 57 
years, in a bottom drawer. 

After the war, Mr. Mayrsohn would return to 
college, have a family, and start a successful 
international trading business. In 2003, he de-
cided to use a previously planned trip to Scan-
dinavia as the perfect opportunity to visit Rus-
sia and attempt to reunite with the three 
women in the photo and the Russian officer 
who snapped it. Mr. Mayrsohn worked with the 
Russian Cultural Center in Washington, DC, 
and the Office of Veterans Affairs in Moscow 
to discover the identity of the soldiers. While 
it proved impossible to find those particular 
people, the Office of Veterans Affairs was able 
to find two female and two male veterans of 
the battles that liberated the camp. 

In August of 2003, accompanied by two sol-
diers from the American Embassy in Moscow, 
Mr. Mayrsohn took the four liberators out to a 
banquet dinner at a prestigious restaurant in 
Red Square. At the event, gifts were ex-
changed, as were stories recalling an age of 
unprecedented cooperation between the two 
world powers. 

He then met with the officer in charge of 
Russian Veteran Affairs, who not only agreed 
to help find the soldiers in the picture; he also 
presented Mr. Mayrsohn with the Russian 
Blue Star—similar to our Combat Infantry 
Badge. 

These meetings were covered in the Rus-
sian media. The ‘‘Red Star,’’ the Russian De-
fense Ministry’s official newspaper, even print-
ed an article on Mr. Mayrsohn’s story. While 
the search goes on for more of his liberators, 
Mr. Mayrsohn, through his efforts, has helped 
to create goodwill between our two countries. 
With the Cold War over, and each country at-
tempting to put aside past differences to look 
ahead towards a common future, efforts by 
people such as Mr. Mayrsohn are extremely 
important. Therefore, even if it is ultimately not 
possible to find the women in his photo, I 
would say that his mission was a great suc-
cess.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. STEVE ISRAEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I was regrettably 
unable to cast votes on Tuesday, January 28 
and Wednesday, January 29, 2004 as I was 
part of a Congressional Delegation visiting our 
troops in Iraq. Had I been present, I would 
have cast the following votes: 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall No. 6, passage of H.R. 
1385, authorizing the U.S. Postal Service to 
issue stamps supporting breast cancer re-
search. 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall No. 7, passage of H.R. 
3493, the Medical Devices Technical Correc-
tions Act. 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall No. 8, the Baldwin sub-
stitute to S. 1920, regarding the Extension of 
chapter 12 of the Federal Bankruptcy Code. 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall No. 9, the motion to recom-
mit S. 1920 with instructions. 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall No. 10, final passage of S. 
1920, regarding the Extension of chapter 12 of 
the Federal Bankruptcy Code. 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall No. 11, motion to instruct 
conferees on S. 1920, regarding the Extension 
of chapter 12 of the Federal Bankruptcy Code.

f 

TRIBUTE TO JAY W. WEISS: A 
GREAT PERSON AND A GREAT 
PUBLIC PERSON 

HON. KENDRICK B. MEEK 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, with 
great pride—but with deep sorrow—I rise to 
pay my homage to one of Miami-Dade Coun-
ty’s giant leaders, the late Mr. Jay W. Weiss. 
His untimely demise late Saturday night, Janu-
ary 31, 2004, has cast a veil of sadness over 
our community. 

Indeed, as the business entrepreneur par 
excellence that he evoked, this extraordinary 
man easily communed with the pains and an-
guishes of ordinary people and transformed 
them into his very own by uplifting them into 
a timely rationale for creating appropriate solu-
tions to them. 

As Chairman of the Miami-Dade County 
Public Health Trust, he spearheaded the pas-
sage of the half-penny tax that now provides 
continuous support to Jackson Memorial Hos-
pital, along with the funding of the Ryder Trau-
ma Center and the University of Miami/Syl-
vester Comprehensive Cancer Center. These 
are but a few of the great initiatives his hu-
manitarian spirit willed to come to fruition, and 
these programs now serve to lessen the bur-
dens of various illnesses and enhance the 
quality of life for countless people in Miami-
Dade County. 

Though a highly private individual, he vir-
tually consecrated his life to public service. In 
so doing he symbolized everything that is 
good and noble about the American spirit of 
idealism and optimism in serving our fellow-
men. 

Our community genuinely feels the loss of a 
truly decent and caring man who made it his 
personal business to reach out to the less for-
tunate among us. Dr. Bernard Fogel, former 
dean of the University of Miami Medical 
School, succinctly described Mr. Weiss as 
someone who believed and lived by the tenets 
of tzedekah, ‘‘. . . the Jewish tradition of char-
ity . . . that’s what he was motivated by—
doing the right thing because it’s the right 
thing to do. ‘‘ 

The numerous accolades with which gov-
ernment officials and various organizations 
have honored him buttress the unequivocal 
testimony of the utmost gratitude and respect 
he enjoyed from a grateful community. He 
truly epitomized the vision, resilience and 
compassion of a servant of God whose life 
served as an example of the great difference 
each one of us can make on behalf of our 
community’s well-being once we hearken to 
the calling of our common stewardship over 
one another. 

This is the legacy Mr. Jay W. Weiss be-
queathed to us. Indeed, I am privileged to 
have seen and marveled at the magnificent 
works that emanated from his boundless heart 
and great faith. I now join our community in 
thanking God for letting him grace us with his 
noble presence during his earthly sojourn.

f 

BANKRUPTCY ABUSE PREVENTION 
AND CONSUMER PROTECTION 
ACT OF 2003

SPEECH OF 

HON. RON KIND 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 28, 2004

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (S. 1920) to extend for 
6 months the period for which chapter 12 of 
title 11 of the United States Code is reen-
acted:

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, our current bank-
ruptcy system is in need of reform. Bankruptcy 
filings have risen steadily in recent years—
growing by nearly 140% during the past four 
years alone. In Wisconsin, bankruptcy filings 
are up two-and-a-half times what they were 
just 10 years ago. 

The costs associated with discharging bank-
ruptcy related debt, calculated at over $40 bil-
lion in 2001, hurt all consumers through in-
creased prices on goods and services. In fact, 
losses associated with bankruptcies alone cost 
the average American family around $400 per 
year. 

We need to reform our bankruptcy laws to 
protect those people truly in need of debt relief 
while holding accountable those who can 
repay their debt. The reforms contained in this 
amended legislation before us today accom-
plish this, and provide new disclosure require-
ments for lending institutions to offer better in-
formation to consumers about credit cards and 
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debt. This is particularly important for young 
adults who are bombarded by credit applica-
tions and have limited knowledge about the 
risks that accompany credit card ownership. 

Further, the legislation will move child sup-
port and alimony payments up to the top of 
debt repayment priority lists. This will help pre-
vent children from being unnecessarily hurt by 
the debt of their parents. The National Child 
Support Enforcement Association, the National 
District Attorneys Association and the Child 
Support Council all support this provision and 
this legislation. 

In addition, this legislation will make perma-
nent Chapter 12 bankruptcy provisions that 
provide relief to our family farmers. I have 
consistently supported temporary extensions 
of Chapter 12 bankruptcy protection because 
our nation’s family farmers face unique cir-
cumstances that often pose unique financial 
risks outside their control. In Wisconsin, this 
situation has had the unfortunate affect of driv-
ing family farmers out of business at a rate of 
nearly five per day. 

The crisis in our agricultural economy is not 
contained to Wisconsin alone. In fact, the Bu-
reau of Labor Statistics projects a 13% decline 
in farmers between 1998 and 2008. This is the 
largest projected decline of any occupational 
category in the U.S. economy. 

The permanent extension of Chapter 12 
protections contained in this bill will allow fam-
ily farmers facing bankruptcy to reorganize 
their debt so they do not lose their farms to 
creditors. Chapter 12 gives hope to financially-
strapped farmers who feel that they have no 
where else to turn. It gives them room to re-
cover from an economic crunch and still hold 
on to their livelihood—and it has proven to 
work. 

According to one study, 74 percent of family 
farmers who filed Chapter 12 bankruptcy are 
still farming, and 61 percent of farmers who 
went through Chapter 12 believe it was helpful 
in getting them back on their feet. This protec-
tion is critical right now, during this depressed 
economy, because many cash-strapped pro-
ducers are under pressure to meet operating 
expenses and pay off bank notes. I am 
pleased the House is taking bipartisan action 
today to make permanent Chapter 12 protec-
tion for farmers, giving them the opportunity to 
reorganize their debts and preserve their 
farms for future generations. 

While I have objections to the majority using 
legislation that would simply extend the farm 
bankruptcy provisions of Chapter 12 for six 
months, as a vehicle for any other legislation, 
I support final passage of this legislation. The 
overall benefits of the comprehensive bank-
ruptcy reform and the permanent extension of 
Chapter 12 now included will provide needed 
protection to consumers and relief to those in 
need. I urge my colleagues’ support.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TERRY EVERETT 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, due to the flu, 
I was unable to vote during the following roll 

call votes on January 28th. However, if I had 
been present, I would have voted as indicated 
below. 

Roll Call No. 8 (On Agreeing to the Baldwin 
Amendment)—no; Roll Call No. 9 (On Motion 
To Recommit with Instructions)—no; Roll Call 
No. 10 (On Passage of S 1920)—yes; Roll 
Call No. 11 (On Motion to Instruct Con-
ferees)—no.

f 

HONORING LINDA LEY 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor my good friend and fellow Nevadan 
Linda Ley on her retirement from CASA, the 
Court Appointed Special Advocate for Chil-
dren’s office. Linda has dedicated her life to 
ensuring that the youngest and most power-
less members of our society have someone 
looking out for their best interests and who 
cares that they are able to find a better life. 

During my years in the Nevada legislature I 
worked closely with Linda to develop legisla-
tion that helped foster children transition into 
adulthood, and to protect victims of abuse and 
neglect. I urge the members of this House to 
join with me in wishing her well in her retire-
ment, and to join her in her call for more vol-
unteers to advocate on behalf of children.

f 

CONGRATULATING ROMALO M. 
‘‘CAP’’ CAPOVILLA 

HON. JOHN T. DOOLITTLE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, today I wish 
to congratulate my friend, Romalo M. ‘‘Cap’’ 
Capovilla, as he celebrates his 80th birthday. 
His has been a lifetime of hard work and serv-
ice. 

Cap was born in Dunsmuir, California, on 
January 4, 1924, to immigrant parents. After 
graduating from Dunsmuir High School in 
1942, he joined the U.S. Army Air Force. He 
served honorably for three years, through the 
end of World War II. 

After his military service, Cap returned to 
Dunsmuir and worked as a railroad conductor 
for 27 years. He also owned and operated a 
cattle ranch for 20 years. 

Mr. Speaker, Cap has long been very in-
volved in issues related to natural resources 
management and agriculture. He became a 
member of the Shasta River Water Associa-
tion in 1981. He also belonged to the Siskiyou 
County Cattlemen’s Association, the California 
Cattlemen’s Association, and the California 
Farm Bureau. He used his expertise in these 
areas to benefit youth. In fact, he received 
recognition for meritorious service to 4–H and 
worked many years at the junior auction. 

In 1986, Cap was honored to be part of a 
35-person delegation that delivered a 50-foot 
tall tree to Washington, DC, which became the 
first national Christmas tree from West of the 
Mississippi River. 

Cap has contributed greatly to life in rural 
Northern California both civically and politi-
cally. In 1978, he was first elected as a mem-
ber of the Siskiyou County Republican Central 
Committee. Two years later, he was elected to 
the Loan Committee of the Farmers Home Ad-
ministration. For 30 years, he has been a 
member of the fraternal service organization, 
Knights of Columbus, and has served as Post 
Grand Knight. Additionally, he was named 
Knight of the Year in 1978 and 1998. 

Cap is now enjoying retirement in Medford, 
Oregon, with his wife, Ruby. 

Mr. Speaker, I take great pleasure in com-
mending Cap Capovilla for his outstanding 
service to our country as a member of the 
Armed Forces, a community leader, and a 
good family man. I am personally thankful for 
his support and friendship.

f 

HONORING MENTORS AND SUP-
PORTING EFFORTS TO RECRUIT 
MENTORS 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 21, 2004

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, as co-chair 
of the mentoring caucus, I rise in support of H. 
Res. 491. This bill expresses the sense of the 
House of Representatives regarding the bene-
fits of mentoring. 

Mentoring programs that link children and 
young adults with the greatest needs to re-
sponsible adults are a proven method to help 
our struggling children. One valuable men-
toring program is Big Brothers Big Sisters. In 
the St. Paul/Minneapolis region alone, more 
than 3000 children benefit from this mentoring 
program. 

According to Kari Davis, the executive direc-
tor of the Mentoring Partnership of Minnesota:

Mentoring is about guiding and supporting 
young people so they can realize their high-
est dreams and potential. Minnesota main-
tains hundreds of quality youth mentoring 
programs that are community, school or 
workplace-based. With increased and sus-
tained federal funding, mentoring programs 
can build their capacity to reach the 75,000 
Minnesota young people who could benefit 
from a mentor.

I was so proud last night to have 2 out-
standing people from Minnesota in the audi-
ence at the State of the Union last night. Little 
Brother David Moreno and Big Brother Jim 
Diesing were guests at last night’s address. 
Paired together since 1998, their initial friend-
ship has turned into more of a family bond. 
David is excelling in school, even taking an 
advanced math class. Jim has learned what is 
really important in life. They are a shining ex-
ample of the good that comes from mentoring. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to support 
this legislation and to look for opportunities to 
mentor themselves. I would like to thank the 
sponsor of this bill, Mr. OSBORNE from Ne-
braska, whose cousin the Honorable Kathleen 
Vellenga was a mentor of mine when I served 
in the Minnesota House of Representatives.
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WESTBURY LANGUAGE CENTER: 

SMALL BUSINESS OF THE 
MONTH FOR FEBRUARY 2004

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to name Westbury Language Center 
in Westbury, New York, as February Small 
Business of the Month in the Fourth Congres-
sional District of New York. 

Many in our community know that small 
businesses are the backbone of Long Island’s 
economic well-being. As the national economy 
continues to struggle, the energy, flexibility 
and innovation of our local small businesses 
have become essential. It is time to spotlight 
some of these businesses extraordinary 
achievements and contributions. 

Westbury Language Center is a successful 
small business and an exceptional jewel to the 
Latino community in Long Island. Described 
as a cultural center for the community to study 
and appreciate the Spanish language, the 
Westbury Language Center has a reputation 
for providing all kinds of services related to the 
Spanish language and the Latino culture for 
children and adults. Latinos are the largest mi-
nority group in the United States and I am ex-
cited to celebrate and embrace the contribu-
tions that they have brought to our community 
and Long Island. 

Maria Isabel Martinez, founder of Westbury 
Language Center, sold her home and used 
her retirement funds to realize her dreams of 
constructing a business that would serve the 
public and its needs. Three years later, 
Westbury Language Center not only offers 
courses in English as a Second Language 
(ESL) and teaches the Latino culture, includ-
ing folkloric dances to children and adults, but 
it also provides instructional computer classes 
to Latino workers that are interested in learn-
ing a science that will ensure them a better 
job and a better quality of life. 

Furthermore, pleasing the demands of the 
community, Maria plans to hold the Westbury 
Language Center’s first workshop, ‘‘Now to 
Start, Develop and Administer Your Own Busi-
ness’’ sometime this year. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Maria Isabel Martinez 
and everyone at the Westbury Language Cen-
ter for their hard work at providing our Latino 
community with services detrimental to their 
success and for allowing our community as a 
whole, to learn and appreciate the Spanish 
language and the Latino culture.

f 

HONORING ROSE MARY AND 
EARNEST BROUSSARD 

HON. CHRIS BELL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor Rose 
Mary Enable Broussard and Earnest J. 
Broussard on the occasion of their 50th wed-
ding anniversary. 

In the spring of 1953, Rose Mary Enable of 
Parks, LA, and her cousins attended the 
spring festival at Our Mother of Mercy Catholic 
Church in the Fifth Ward of Houston, TX. Ear-

nest J. Broussard of Delcambre, LA, and his 
brother attended the same spring festival. It 
began to rain so Rose and her cousins and 
Earnest and his brother went to Club Matinee. 

Upon setting eyes on him across the room 
and then meeting and talking to him, Rose 
Mary remarked that she was going to marry 
him. They became engaged in October of 
1953 and were married January 30, 1954 at 
Our Mother of Mercy Catholic Church. 

Rose Mary and Earnest Broussard began 
their life together in the Independence Heights 
area where Rose was a housewife and Ear-
nest a plumber with Balloon Plumbing Com-
pany where he worked until 1991. 

The Broussards have two daughters, Gilda 
and Robin, and one son, Earnest, Jr. They are 
now blessed with three granddaughters, 
Stephanie (12), Stacie (11), and Jaydin (2). 

While their children were growing up, the 
Broussards were very active in the community 
and with their children and participated in 
PTA, Scouts, band, sports, and church activi-
ties. The Broussards are still very active in the 
church they have attended since they were 
first married. Earnest is active in the Knights 
of St. Peter Clavier and became a Fourth De-
gree Knight of St. Peter Clavier in 1972. Rose 
Mary and Earnest Broussard have both been 
honored for their outstanding dedication and 
commitment to their church. 

I know my colleagues join me in congratu-
lating Rose Mary and Earnest Broussard on 
50 wonderful years of marriage. I wish them 
continued happiness and a life filled with 
strong love, abiding faith and loving family and 
friends.

f 

RECOGNIZING BRIAN MCCALMON 
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF 
EAGLE SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I proudly pause 
to recognize Brian McCalmon, a very special 
young man who has exemplified the finest 
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 370, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Brian has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
12 years Brian has been involved with Scout-
ing, he has earned 34 merit badges and has 
held numerous leadership positions, serving 
as patrol leader, troop guide, den chief, and 
troop bugler. Brian earned the honor of Brave, 
Warrior, and Firebuilder in the Tribe of Mic-O-
Say and served on staff at H. Roe Bartle 
Scout Reservation. 

For his Eagle Scout project, Brian planted 
new pine trees at Pine Ridge Presbyterian 
Church and removed four diseased trees. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Brian C. McCalmon for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout.

HONORING WILLIAM B. GOULD 
AND THE BRAVE MEN AND 
WOMEN WHO ESCAPED THE HOR-
RORS OF SLAVERY ON SEP-
TEMBER 21, 1862

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
place in our Nation’s RECORD the remarks 
made by William B. Gould IV, Charles A. 
Beardsley Professor of Law, Emeritus, Stan-
ford Law School, and Chairman of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board from 1994 to 
1998, at the Wilmington Riverwalk Watermen 
Sign Dedication.

Thank you for your invitation to speak at 
this Riverwalk Waterman Sign Dedication 
here in Wilmington, North Carolina, the City 
of William Benjamin Gould’s birth in 1837 
and his escape from slavery 25 years later. 
Let me also give special thanks to Beverly 
Tetterton of the New Hanover Public Li-
brary for providing research and resource in 
my writing of Diary of a Contraband, and 
who has been a key organizer of this event. 
Also, I wish to acknowledge the members of 
my family present here today: my wife, 
Hilda Elizabeth Gould, and my sister, Doro-
thy Gerber and her husband, Hermann. They 
and my three sons, William Benjamin V, 
Timothy Samuel, and Edward Blair join in 
the honor and tribute to the brave men of 
September 21, 1862, particularly my great-
grandfather, William Benjamin Gould. 

Throughout the South, there is scarcely a 
word noted about the great struggle for free-
dom and liberation undertaken nearly a cen-
tury and a half ago in the War of the Rebel-
lion. And there is little or no mention or ac-
knowledgment of the black military involve-
ment in this effort, the ‘‘holiest of all 
causes’’ as William B. Gould called it, to ob-
tain the New World’s central political and 
legal achievement. 

As I have traveled through the states of 
the former ‘‘would be Confederacy’’, as Wil-
liam B. Gould called it, I have been struck 
by the abiding omnipresence of Confederate 
statues and commemorative markers. Just 
this past weekend, we passed through Rich-
mond’s Monument Avenue to see again the 
memorials to Jefferson Davis, ‘‘would be 
King Jeff’ as William B. Gould called him, 
Stonewall Jackson and Jeb Stuart and the 
laud and honor given to their pursuit of 
‘‘constitutional principles’’ and the Confed-
erate Navy against which William B. Gould 
and his comrades fought and defeated.

Thus it is meet and right that Wilmington, 
North Carolina, this day takes note of the 
perilous journey that William B. Gould and 7 
other comrades began here at the foot of Or-
ange Street on the night of September 21, 
1862, and the wider complement of 14 others 
who left Wilmington in concert with those 8 
who boarded the U.S.S. Cambridge. It is meet 
and right that we note their names, William 
B. Gould’s comrades being Joseph Hall, An-
drew Hall, George Price, John Mackey, 
Charles Giles, John Mitchell and William 
Chanse. These men were to use their knowl-
edge of North Carolina and its waterways on 
behalf of our country to interdict supplies 
destined for Lee’s army in Virginia. 

But as your sign properly notes, the Sep-
tember 21st escape involves others as well, 
many of them William B. Gould’s associates 
and correspondents: Virgil Richardson (for 
whom one of William B. Gould’s sons may be 
named) and Ben Greer who boarded the Pe-
nobscot, and Thomas Cowan, Charles Mallett 
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and Frank Clinton of the Monticello. All of 
them boarded these North Atlantic Block-
ading vessels near the mouth of the Cape 
Fear River for the same purpose . . . freedom 
and participation in the war effort against 
slavery. Many of these men, both literate 
and skilled, became key players in Recon-
struction, the South’s first brief Nineteenth 
Century interlude with democracy. Many, 
though not William B. Gould, returned to 
Wilmington after its liberation in 1865. 

These men, part of the 8,000 who fled the 
Confederacy to fight for freedom in the U.S. 
Navy were part of a silent black exodus 
which transformed the war’s nature. They 
made my life possible. And more than any 
other event since September 21, 1862, and its 
aftermath, here and now, 141 years and 1 
month later, they provide hope for my 
grandchildren, Timothy Samuel Jr. and Jo-
seph Jeremy and the generations of all man-
kind yet to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring the words of William G. Gould IV 
and all they represent as he remembers his 
great-grandfather, William B. Gould.

f 

TRIBUTE TO DOLORES DICKMAN 

HON. DIANA DeGETTE 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
recognize the wonderful life and exceptional 
accomplishments of a remarkable woman in 
the 1st Congressional District of Colorado. It is 
both fitting and proper that we recognize this 
distinguished citizen for her impressive record 
of civic leadership and invaluable service. It is 
to commend this eminent citizen that I rise to 
honor Dolores Dickman. 

Dolores Dickman has been on the front 
lines of progress for decades and has proven 
to be a potent force in transforming the land-
scape of our city and State. Her indomitable 
spirit has sustained her through many chal-
lenges and molded a life of notable accom-
plishment. Dolores came to our community 
from her native Kansas and graduated from 
the University of Denver. She has used her 
talents and skills to advance the public good 
and the well being of working men and 
women. She has been a political activist, labor 
leader and has remained in the vanguard of 
those dedicated to economic and social jus-
tice. Dolores was the first woman State direc-
tor of the Committee on Political Action for the 
AFL–CIO and was a powerful advocate for the 
rights of working people and the well being of 
our families. Some of us do not comprehend 
how far we’ve come. There was a time when 
fundamental decency and equity for working 
people were not part of our shared values. 
Dolores worked along side Ceasar Chavez, 
brought food to striking workers and has en-
gaged in the struggles that have improved the 
human condition. At the international level, 
Histadrut has honored her for her immeas-
urable contributions to the labor movement in 
Israel. For all of her efforts in this regard, we 
owe Dolores a great debt of gratitude. 

Those who know Dolores know that politics 
matter. She is well known for her outspoken 
commentary and years of service to the 
Democratic Party. She marched in Selma for 
the civil liberties of all people. She took a seat 
on a plane next to Martin Luther King, Jr. to 

share her thoughts and visited then President 
John F. Kennedy at the White House. She has 
recruited notable civic leaders for public office 
and has been instrumental in winning many 
local, State and national elections. Dolores 
has been the recipient of numerous public 
honors and has been characterized as the 
‘‘grand dame of North Denver politics’’ and a 
political ‘‘powerhouse.’’ While all of these truly 
reflect the standing and regard in which we 
hold Dolores, I would simply add that she has 
the rare ability to balance pragmatism and 
high purpose, which is uncommon among 
those engaged in public life. She knows that 
politics is not easy nor has it ever been. Dolo-
res has perspective—she knows that the con-
test is never over and the field is never quite 
taken. I remember Dolores referencing in a 
Denver Post column that all the political pos-
turing in the world doesn’t mean squat if peo-
ple don’t vote. As usual, Dolores cuts to the 
heart of the matter. She understands what is 
vital to our democracy as well as what is im-
portant in the calculus of public affairs. 

The contributions of Dolores Dickman are 
rich in consequence and on behalf of the citi-
zens of the 1st Congressional District of Colo-
rado, I wish to express our gratitude. Her serv-
ice, accomplishments and civic virtue com-
mand our respect and admiration. Please join 
me in paying tribute to Dolores Dickman, a 
distinguished citizen. It is the values, leader-
ship and commitment she exhibits on a daily 
basis that serve to build a better future for all 
Americans.

f 

HONORING THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF 
IGNACY JAN PADEREWSKI 

HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Ms. KAPTUR. I am pleased to be the spon-
sor of H. Res. 58, a resolution recognizing the 
accomplishments of Ignacy Jan Paderewski as 
a musician, composer, statesman, and philan-
thropist and recognizing the 11th Anniversary 
of the return of his remains to Poland. 

I have been joined by thirty-six of my col-
leagues, including: Representatives ACKER-
MAN, BALDWIN, BELL, BERKLEY, BERMAN, 
BERRY, BLUMENAUER, BRADY, BROWN, BURTON, 
CARDIN, CROWLEY, DINGELL, EMANUEL, ENGEL, 
FATTAH, FRANK, GOODE, GUTIERREZ, HOEFFEL, 
HOLT, KANJORSKI, KILDEE, KLECZKA, KUCINICH, 
LANTOS, LEE, LIPINSKI, LOFGREN, MCDERMOTT, 
MENENDEZ, PRICE, QUINN, C. SMITH, THOMP-
SON, and WATSON.

On June 12, 2003, the House Committee on 
International Relations unanimously voted in 
favor of H. Res. 58. I urge the House of Rep-
resentatives to consider this important piece of 
legislation honoring Mr. Paderewski, Polish-
Americans and the Polish people.

H. RES. 58
Whereas Ignacy Jan Paderewski, born in 

Poland in 1860, was a brilliant and popular 
pianist who performed hundreds of concerts 
in Europe and the United States during the 
late 19th and early 20th centuries; 

Whereas Paderewski often donated the pro-
ceeds of his concerts to charitable causes; 

Whereas, during World War I, Paderewski 
worked for the independence of Poland and 
served as the first Premier of Poland; 

Whereas in December 1919, Paderewski re-
signed as Premier of Poland, and in 1921 he 
left politics to return to his music; 

Whereas the German invasion of Poland in 
1939 spurred Paderewski to return to polit-
ical life; 

Whereas Paderewski fought against the 
Nazi dictatorship in World War II by joining 
the exiled Polish Government to mobilize 
the Polish forces and to urge the United 
States to join the Allied Forces; 

Whereas Paderewski died in exile in Amer-
ica on June 29, 1941, while war and occupa-
tion imperiled all of Europe; 

Whereas by the direction of United States 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
Paderewski’s remains were placed along side 
America’s honored dead in Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery, where President Roosevelt 
said, ‘‘He may lie there until Poland is 
free.’’; 

Whereas in 1963, United States President 
John F. Kennedy honored Paderewski by 
placing a plaque marking Paderewski’s re-
mains at the Mast of the Maine at Arlington 
National Cemetery; 

Whereas in 1992, United States President 
George H.W. Bush, at the request of Lech 
Walesa, the first democratically elected 
President of Poland following World War II, 
ordered Paderewski’s remains returned to 
his native Poland; 

Whereas on June 26, 1992, the remains of 
Paderewski were removed from the Mast of 
the Maine at Arlington National Cemetery, 
and were returned to Poland on June 29, 1992; 

‘‘Whereas on July 5, 1992, Paderewski’s re-
mains were interred in a crypt at the St. 
John Cathedral in Warsaw, Poland; and 

Whereas Paderewski wished his heart to be 
forever enshrined in America, where his life-
long struggle for democracy and freedom had 
its roots and was cultivated, and now his 
heart remains at the Shrine of the Czesto-
chowa in Doylestown, Pennsylvania: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes the accomplishments of 
Ignacy Jan Paderewski as a musician, com-
poser, statesman, and philanthropist; and 

(2) acknowledges the invaluable efforts of 
Ignacy Jan Paderewski in forging close Pol-
ish-American ties, on the 11th Anniversary 
of the return of Paderewski’s remains to Po-
land.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO HENRY 
MCINTOSH 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I rise today to pay tribute to a tal-
ented teacher from Walsenburg, Colorado. 
Henry McIntosh inspires and challenges his 
students to become better people. His teach-
ing enthusiasm spirals through the community 
as he equips students with the knowledge to 
chase after their dreams. I would like to join 
my colleagues here today in recognizing 
Henry’s tremendous service to the 
Walsenburg community. 

This year the Colorado Department of Edu-
cation recognized Henry as the top teacher in 
the state. He received the 2003 Outstanding 
Colorado Teacher Award for his extraordinary 
commitment to involving students in their com-
munities and increasing student achievement 
by promoting school accountability. Henry 
helped to institute the first advanced place-
ment programs at John Mall High School in 
order to give students in rural communities the 
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same opportunities that urban schools offer. 
He encourages students to be involved with 
their school by sponsoring the student-run or-
ganization that addresses concerns and sug-
gestions for improving the school called the 
student senate. Henry pushes his students to 
work hard by organizing a literacy tour in 
Great Britain for his advanced placement stu-
dents over Spring Break as a reward. 

Mr. Speaker, Henry McIntosh is a wonderful 
ambassador for education who dedicates his 
life to teaching the next generation of leaders 
in his Walsenburg, Colorado community. 
Henry has taken the noble and challenging oc-
cupation of teaching to a new level of excel-
lence. His compassionate and selfless service 
to Walsenburg and the Colorado community 
certainly deserve the recognition of this body 
of Congress. Congratulations on your award 
Henry, and I wish you all the best in your fu-
ture endeavors.

f 

HONORING GWEN ESTES, 
EDUCATOR EXTRAORDINAIRE 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Gwen Estes, a recent recipient of the 
prestigious Gandhi, King, Ikeda Award. The 
international award, sponsored by a number of 
peace groups and Morehouse College in At-
lanta, was presented to Ms. Estes for her 
commitment to promoting peace, unity and 
non-violence. 

Gwen Estes is a former parole officer. The 
job never seemed quite right to Ms. Estes as 
she has always been about building for the fu-
ture. Years of watching guards lead shackled 
inmates into the great abyss of the prison sys-
tem ran counter to values passed along by 
Ms. Estes’ mother, who spent years teaching 
school. 

Seeking a career change, Gwen Estes fol-
lowed in the family footsteps and choose 
teaching. However, she didn’t pursue a main-
stream teaching job. She opted for Hayward 
Community School, a last chance outpost for 
at-risk students who have been expelled for 
offenses ranging from fighting to selling drugs. 

Working tirelessly with students who needed 
more help than their regular teachers could 
give, Ms. Estes is saving the lives of troubled 
teens starving for positive attention, respect 
and caring. 

One need only look into the faces transfixed 
before her in her portable classroom to better 
understand why she received the prestigious 
peace award. Her classroom radiates with 
trust and compassion and Estes shares a con-
nection with students who have felt alienated 
and alone in other settings. 

Now unlike her years as a parole officer, 
when her reports could lead to long sentences 
foreshadowing destroyed lives, Gwen Estes is 
giving out hope in exceptionally large doses at 
Hayward Community School. 

Ms. Estes is also President of the New 
Haven Board of Education, another factor that 
has contributed to success with her students. 
The confluence of her experiences as a 
school board member and parole officer gives 
her the kind of credibility many of her peers 
lack when working with at-risk students. 

She always says, ‘‘I have voted to expel 
students but I much prefer giving out diplo-
mas.’’ Gwen Estes is giving students a foun-
dation to break free of their problems, a rea-
son to care. In many cases, it is something 
they would not have gotten if it weren’t for her. 

A description from one of her students aptly 
describes Ms. Estes’ exemplary contributions 
to her students. ‘‘Even though she is a teach-
er, she is your friend. We can have good days 
or bad days, but she always tells us we can 
be what we want to be. Miss E is one of a 
kind.’’ 

Gwen Estes epitomizes the essence of the 
Ghandi, King, Ikeda award. She is bringing 
peace, unity, and hope to the classroom each 
day.

f 

HONORING JOHN COLEMAN 

HON. PETER DEUTSCH 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
commemorate the contributions of Commis-
sioner John Coleman of Hollywood, Florida. 
Mr. Coleman, a native of Rhode Island, retired 
to South Florida in 1992 and spent the rest of 
his life as a passionate advocate for the city 
of Hollywood and its beaches. 

In 1998, Mr. Coleman was elected to the 
Hollywood City Commission. During his term, 
he championed environmental issues and 
fought to protect Hollywood Beach from over-
development. Area residents fondly recall his 
ebullient spirit and passionate, fiery rhetoric. 
After serving his term, Mr. Coleman continued 
as an activist and civic leader. He campaigned 
at the local, state and national levels for can-
didates he supported. As President of the 
Broward Council of Democratic Club Presi-
dents, President of the Hollywood Democratic 
Club, and member of the Broward Democratic 
Executive Committee, Mr. Coleman lent his 
voice to a multitude of issues for the better-
ment of life for all in South Florida. 

Mr. Coleman is survived by six sons, a 
daughter, his long-time companion, and nine 
grandchildren. He will be sorely missed for his 
exuberance and his dedication to civic activ-
ism.

f 

AMBER ALERT HAS HAPPY END-
ING—WOMAN NOTICES STOLEN 
CAR AND CALLS 911

HON. HEATHER WILSON 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, 
today I bring to your attention the story of an 
AMBER Alert in action and working to save 
the lives of New Mexico’s children. 

The AMBER Alerts are currently carried by 
New Mexico’s broadcast media via the same 
Emergency Alert System used in severe 
weather and national emergencies. The tones 
so familiar to citizens during storms are now 
helping to save children’s lives. On Wednes-
day, November 19, Juan David Olive, 4, lay 
sleeping in the back of his father’s Geo Metro 
in the parking lot of a restaurant on Isleta Bou-

levard in Albuquerque. When the boy’s father 
returned to the parking lot, his car was miss-
ing, and he knew his son was still inside. Au-
thorities issued an AMBER Alert for the boy 
with a description of the car. Nadine Marquis 
was in the parking lot of a local electronics 
store when she saw what appeared to be the 
stolen car. Upon closer investigation, she 
heard crying inside and called the police. 
When authorities arrived, they found the boy 
and returned him safely to his parents. 

Mr. Speaker, Albuquerque began imple-
menting the AMBER Alert system in 2001 
when the New Mexico Broadcasters Associa-
tion signed an agreement with the police de-
partment. I encourage their effort. Now, 
AMBER Alert is statewide in New Mexico. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you to join me and all 
the residents of New Mexico in honoring and 
thanking Nadine Marquis. AMBER Alerts have 
proven effective in finding missing children, 
but could not succeed without the help of 
sharp-eyed people like Nadine. I commend 
her for her efforts, and I am sure there will be 
many others like her who will help save the 
lives of children in New Mexico and nation-
wide.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO BEN RIZZI 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to 
rise before you to recognize a remarkable cit-
izen from my district. Ben Rizzi recently retired 
after 30 years of service to the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service in Colorado. 
Ben dedicated his professional life to the con-
servation of Colorado’s natural resources and 
I am proud to call his contributions to the at-
tention of this body of Congress and this na-
tion. 

Ben was born in Walsenburg, Colorado. Fol-
lowing high school, he attended Colorado 
State University in Fort Collins. Throughout 
college, Ben worked for the Forest Service 
over each summer vacation. It was during this 
time that Ben’s love for the outdoors began to 
influence his career path. After receiving his 
degree, Ben took a job on a cattle ranch near 
La Veta. After working on the ranch for a year, 
Ben took a position with the Soil Conservation 
Service, which was eventually renamed the 
Natural Resources Conservation Service. 

Throughout his tenure with the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service, Ben achieved 
great success as a District Conservationist. 
Ben worked tirelessly for the betterment of 
every landowner and parcel of land he en-
countered. Ben is truly an outstanding steward 
of the land and the benefits of his tireless de-
votion and hard work will be felt for genera-
tions to come. Although Ben is retiring, his 
legacy will live on through his two sons, both 
of whom have followed in their father’s foot-
steps and chosen careers in the field of nat-
ural resources. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to rise and pay 
tribute to Ben Rizzi. Ben spent nearly three 
decades working for the betterment of Colo-
rado’s farming and ranching communities. Ben 
will be missed by the Natural Resources Con-
servation Service. However, he will now have 
more time to spend with his family and his 
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many friends throughout Colorado. Thank you 
Ben for your service.

f 

NASA FLEXIBILITY ACT OF 2003

SPEECH OF 

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, January 28, 2004

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (S. 610) to amend the 
provision of title 5, United States Code, to 
provide for workforce flexibilities and cer-
tain Federal personnel provisions relating to 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration, and for other purposes:

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) 
Workforce Flexibility Act is intended to help 
NASA recruit and retain the skilled workforce 
needed to perform its mission. 

I applaud my colleagues, their staffs, and 
employee groups for working to improve this 
legislation from the version that was intro-
duced. Initially, the bill contained language 
that would have removed the cap on the num-
ber of NASA employees permitted to partici-
pate in workforce demonstration projects. 
Eliminating the cap would have allowed NASA 
to include its entire workforce in a demonstra-
tion project before these flexibilities had been 
tested with smaller groups of employees. 

In addition, a provision establishing an ex-
change program between NASA employees 
and private sector employees was removed 
from the bill. Such public-private exchange 
programs have the potential to create conflicts 
of interest and lead to the disclosure of cor-
porate trade secrets. I am pleased that both of 
these problematic provisions have been re-
moved from the bill. 

Although I support this legislation, I am con-
cerned about the process by which the Bush 
Administration has approached civil service re-
form in recent years. In granting personnel 
flexibilities to numerous agencies, the Admin-
istration has failed to ensure that these agen-
cies have the infrastructure and safeguards in 
place to successfully implement these new au-
thorities. The Administration also has failed to 
evaluate the effectiveness of these flexibilities 
before allowing other agencies to utilize them. 

Moreover, civil service reform is best under-
taken on a governmentwide basis, not on the 
agency-by-agency basis that the Administra-
tion seems to favor. A piecemeal approach 
fragments the civil service, making it difficult to 
ensure that Federal employees are treated 
fairly. 

Indeed, the preference for governmentwide 
reforms is shared by many experts who have 
studied the workforce challenges facing the 
civil service. In 2001, the Office of Personnel 
Management stated that ‘‘it is important to re-
tain governmentwide approaches, authorities, 
entitlements, and requirements.’’ During the 
consideration of the Department of Defense 
(DoD) authorization bill last year, the Comp-
troller General testified that it would be pru-
dent and appropriate for Congress to address 
the personnel authorities DoD was seeking on 
a ‘‘governmentwide basis and in a manner 
that assures that appropriate performance 
management systems and safeguards are in 

place before new authorities are implemented 
in any specific agency. 

Even the Senate sponsor of this NASA per-
sonnel bill has advocated a governmentwide 
approach. In 2000, Senator VOINOVICH re-
leased a report, concluding that ‘‘the Federal 
government is in dire need of a unified strat-
egy to rebuild the civil service’’ (emphasis 
added). 

A significant achievement of the last century 
was the enactment of laws designed to create 
a professional, competent Federal civil serv-
ice. Recent actions by the Administration to 
grant broad exemptions to these laws, with lit-
tle forethought and little oversight, have the 
potential to do far more harm than good.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO HELEN 
BURKETT 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise before you 
with a heavy heart to pay tribute to the life of 
a remarkable woman from my district. Helen 
Burkett from Durango, Colorado passed away 
recently at the age of ninety-eight. Helen was 
a beloved figure in the Durango community 
and as her family mourns their loss, I think it 
is appropriate that we take the time to recog-
nize her many contributions here today. 

Helen was born on her family’s Durango 
farm in 1906. She remained on the property 
for 94 years. Helen attended grade school in 
a one-room building located near Lemon Res-
ervoir. When construction began on the 
Vallicito Reservoir in 1936, Helen opened a 
store on the farm in order to help her family 
through the ‘‘Great Depression.’’ Helen was a 
dedicated businesswoman, and after 67 years 
in business, ‘‘Helen’s Store’’ achieved the sta-
tus of ‘‘local landmark’’ in recognition of her 
tremendous service to her patrons. 

Helen also delighted in the ranching life. 
She was an accomplished cattlewoman and 
was always willing to share her skill and 
knowledge with younger generations. In 1994, 
the Durango Professional Rodeo Company 
recognized Helen’s contributions to the ranch-
ing community when they awarded her the 
Western Heritage Award, given to those dedi-
cated to the promotion of Western culture. 
Those who knew her well remember Helen’s 
zest for life, as well as her caring and nur-
turing disposition. There is no question that 
Durango is a better place as the result of Hel-
en’s many contributions. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to rise before 
this body of Congress and this nation to pay 
tribute to the life of Helen Burkett. Helen was 
a true frontierswoman who had a tremendous 
impact on her community. Above all, Helen 
was a loving mother, a wonderful grand-
mother, a caring great-grandmother and a 
loyal friend to many. The Durango community 
and the State of Colorado will truly miss her. 
My heart goes out to Helen’s loved ones dur-
ing this difficult time of bereavement.

HONORING RETIRED SGT. BOB 
LEWIS 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor World War lI veteran, retired Sgt. Bob 
Lewis. Lewis was an 18-year-old Army recruit 
in Camp Fannin, Texas, when his captain 
dropped a grenade during a demonstration. 
Lewis rolled onto it with his helmet, and then 
tossed it into a nearby ditch where it exploded 
into bits of shrapnel. Had the grenade gone off 
where it was dropped, he says, it likely would 
have injured or killed many of the 29 infantry-
men watching the demonstration. 

It was 1945, shortly after U.S. troops de-
feated Germany in World War II, but after 
Japan surrendered and, at the time, Lewis 
thought nothing of his heroic act. 

The long-since-retired technical sergeant, 
who went on to become a well-known Fremont 
educator, has not received any recognition or 
medals for his heroic efforts to save the mem-
bers of his infantry, while still a young recruit. 

Because Lewis’ act took place nearly 60 
years ago, securing the necessary docu-
mentation would require months of research. 
An eyewitness would be almost impossible to 
locate as most of Lewis’ fellow soldiers and 
superior officers have died. 

Lewis may be eligible for the Soldier’s 
Medal, which is awarded for an act of heroism 
not involving actual conflict with an enemy. 
For the time being, Lewis who once guarded 
1,400 German prisoners in Bazencourt, 
France, says he is content with the small 
green patch, emblazoned with a gold wreath, 
on his Army jacket. It’s a meritorious service 
unit citation, awarded to his outfit for postwar 
service. 

Lewis not only distinguished himself during 
his military career but also in his profession as 
an educator. He worked as principal of 
Chadbourne, Patterson and Niles elementary 
schools and assistant superintendent of the 
Fremont school district. 

I join retired Sgt. Bob Lewis’ family, friends 
and admirers in applauding him for his meri-
torious military service and contributions to our 
country and to his community.

f 

COUNSELOR AWARDED FOR SPIRIT 

HON. HEATHER WILSON 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, 
today I would like to bring to your attention the 
national recognition received by Louise 
Adelstone, a counselor at Comanche Elemen-
tary School in Albuquerque, New Mexico. Ms. 
Adelstone received the local Spirit of Women 
Award and then went on to receive the na-
tional award. This award is given annually to 
women throughout the United States who 
dedicate themselves to making their commu-
nities a better place for all. The award recog-
nizes ‘‘ordinary women who do extraordinary 
things.’’

Louise began her career as a counselor 
after completing her master’s degree in coun-
seling from the University of New Mexico. Dur-
ing her first year at Comanche Elementary 
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School, she began a group called Student Ac-
tion Kids. The group makes about 60 charity 
field trips every year, as well as holding penny 
drives to support the Make-A-Wish Founda-
tion. Ms. Adelstone was nominated for this 
award by one of her former students who sent 
in the nomination along with an essay explain-
ing why she should be given this award. True 
to her character, Ms. Adelstone said after re-
ceiving the national award, ‘‘It was very flat-
tering, but being nominated by one of my stu-
dents was the most flattering.’’

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring 
Counselor Louise Adelstone for her contribu-
tions to her students and tireless work for the 
community.

f 

HONORING DR. MORTON TERRY 

HON. PETER DEUTSCH 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
commemorate the contributions of Dr. Morton 
Terry of Broward County, Florida. Dr. Terry 
was a dedicated teacher, mentor, and physi-
cian, and he leaves us with a wonderful leg-
acy of service to the South Florida community. 

Dr. Terry, a native of Utica, New York, 
moved to Florida after earning his medical de-
gree from the Philadelphia College of Osteo-
pathic Medicine in 1945. Dr. Terry practiced 
medicine for 32 years in Miami before he 
founded the Southeastern College of Osteo-
pathic Medicine. He served as Chancellor of 
the University through its merger with Nova 
University, and remained active on the cam-
pus until the day he died. Dr. Terry will be 
fondly remembered by all at Nova South-
eastern University. Despite his many obliga-
tions at Nova Southeastern University, Dr. 
Terry found time to be active in a number of 
different professional and civic organizations. 
He was a lifetime member of the American 
Osteopathic Association, served as President 
of the Florida Osteopathic Medical Associa-
tion, and he was also an honorary lifetime 
member of the Miami-Dade County Osteo-
pathic Medical Association. Dr. Terry was 
committed to enriching and improving South 
Florida. To further this end, he held leadership 
positions with almost 20 different organizations 
including the United Way, American Cancer 
Society, and Boys Town of South Florida. 

Dr. Terry is survived by his wife, one son, 
and one daughter. He will missed by both the 
medical community and the South Florida 
community.

f 

A LIFE OF SERVICE AND COUR-
AGE; A TRIBUTE TO ARMY MAS-
TER SGT. KELLY L. HORNBECK 

HON. KAY GRANGER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a brave young man from my dis-
trict who was fatally wounded two weeks ago 
while serving his country in Iraq. 

Only 36 years of age, Army Master Sgt. 
Kelly L. Hornbeck displayed unbending love 

for his family and an insatiable appetite for liv-
ing. As an avid outdoorsman, he always 
looked for adventures and conquered any ob-
stacles that lay before him. It did not take his 
family and friends by surprise when he joined 
the United States Army in 1987 and quickly 
rose through the ranks to be selected for the 
Army’s prestigious ‘‘Old Guard,’’ which stands 
watch at the Tomb of the Unknowns here in 
Washington. Hornbeck was quickly promoted 
to drill sergeant and joined the Army’s elite 
Special Forces in 1990 where he served as a 
combat diver, free-fall parachutist, and jump 
master. 

In recent years, Master Sgt. Hornbeck had 
served tours of duty in both Afghanistan and 
Iraq as a member of the 3rd Battalion, 10th 
Special Forces Group stationed at Fort Car-
son, CO. He received many awards and deco-
rations while serving the Army which include: 
two Bronze Star Medals, two Purple Hearts, a 
Silver Star Medal, the Meritorious Service 
Medal, and the Army Commendation Medal. 

Hornbeck is remembered by one of his 
former commanders as a true patriot to the 
United States and to his native State of Texas, 
and his friends describe him as someone who 
had a strong moral compass. 

Hornbeck’s two daughters, Jacqueline (11) 
and Tyler (7), shared such precious memories 
of their father at his memorial service as a 
‘‘great friend’’ who was ‘‘brave.’’ When asked 
what her favorite memory of her dad was, the 
youngest daughter Tyler said, ‘‘I don’t know 
because I have so many.’’ His parents, 
Camille and Jeffrey Hornbeck of Fort Worth, 
praised their son’s accomplishments and the 
cause for which he fought. 

Master Sgt. Hornbeck lived an extraordinary 
life, rich with love, laughter, and pride. As a 
Member of Congress, I rise today to acknowl-
edge Master Sgt. Hornbeck and his family for 
their sacrifice and service to the cause of free-
dom and the war against terror. 

I wish to conclude by reading a letter from 
Master Sgt. Hornbeck to his parents.

DEAR MOM AND DAD: If ya’ll are reading 
this, then I am on my way to help do my 
part to ensure the future security of our 
great nation. I don’t take this charge lightly 
or with a cavalier attitude, rather with a 
resolute heart and a clear conscience. I am 
strongly convinced that what we are doing is 
just and worthy of all that could be spent in 
the effort. I am not afraid and neither should 
either of you be, for I trust in my God 
(Psalm 23) and my training, two powerful 
forces that cannot be fully measured. 

My training is not only limited to that 
which has been bestowed on me by the 
mightiest military in the world but also by 
the greatest set of parents in the world. I am 
who I am because ya’ll made me that way, 
and for that I thank you. 

If anything untoward should befall me 
please insure that the qualities you raised 
me with get passed onto my children. I love 
you both very much and intend to see you 
soon! 

Isaiah 6:8 
KELLY.

Our thoughts and prayers go out to the 
Hornbeck family. May God bless and comfort 
you during this tragic time.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, due to official busi-
ness, I was unable to vote during the following 
roll call votes. Had I been present, I would 
have voted as indicated below. 

Roll Call No. 6, Yes. 
Roll Call No. 7, Yes. 
Roll Call No. 8, Yes. 
Roll Call No. 9, Yes. 
Roll Call No. 10, Yes. 
Roll Call No. 11, Yes.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO LEE 
JOHNSON 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to 
rise before you today to pay tribute to a re-
markable teacher and artist from my district. 
Lee Johnson has enjoyed an extraordinary ca-
reer as both a full-time professor and profes-
sional artist, and I would like to join my col-
leagues here today in recognizing Lee’s tre-
mendous service and contribution to the Gun-
nison community. 

As a professor at Western State College, 
Lee has inspired countless students in using 
their full artistic potential in creating a variety 
of artworks. When not guiding students in their 
artistic education, Lee could be found in his 
studio working in a variety of artistic mediums. 
To devote more time to his passion of cre-
ating, Lee recently retired from Western State 
College. Moving forward, Lee will continue to 
draw upon the many beautiful sights of Colo-
rado as inspiration in producing artwork to be 
appreciated by all. 

Mr. Speaker, Lee Johnson is a wonderful 
ambassador for education and artistic con-
tributions who has dedicated over three dec-
ades of his life to teaching the future leaders 
of tomorrow in his Gunnison, Colorado com-
munity. While his classroom will fall silent, he 
will continue to communicate to us through his 
daily devotion to creating beautiful artwork. I 
would like to congratulate Lee on an extraor-
dinary career of public service and wish him 
the very best in his retirement.

f 

HONORING GIRLS INC. OF ALA-
MEDA COUNTY’S GIRLS RE-
SEARCH PROJECT 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize Girls Inc. of Alameda County’s Girls 
Research Project. The research project is one 
of the most comprehensive and innovative 
health and wellness studies by and about 
teenage girls in Alameda County. Girls, Inc. 
launched this project as an outgrowth of its 
strategic plan which revealed that it was ex-
tremely difficult to find or gain access to 
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disaggregated data about teenage girls on a 
range of critical factors relating to their phys-
ical and mental health, access to medical 
care, educational experiences, perceptions of 
school and community, and support networks, 
among others. 

The core intent of the Project has been to 
gather robust qualitative and quantitative data 
about the health and wellness of teenage girls 
to enhance youth programs and inform policy 
agendas while at the same time teaching girls 
themselves about the power of data and guid-
ing them to become leaders and advocates for 
positive health outcomes in girls’ lives. 

The project is unprecedented in Alameda 
County and has surpassed all original expec-
tations. Successful written surveys were con-
ducted in 11 public and alternative high 
schools in Berkeley, Oakland and San 
Leandro yielding responses from more than 
1,900 girls in the 9th through the 12th grade, 
representing more than 21 % of the entire fe-
male high school population in the target 
school district. A dedicated group of 20 young 
women were trained to conduct almost 100 
one-on-one interviews of their peers. They 
also helped analyze and interpret both the 
qualitative and quantitative data collected 
through the research efforts. 

The resulting analysis presents a mixed por-
trait of girls in Northern Alameda County. A 
portrait, which on the one hand, demonstrates 
the resilience and enthusiasm of teen girls, 
while on the other hand, reveals continued 
areas of concern relating to girls’ physical and 
mental health; their engagement in risk behav-
iors; their negative attitudes towards some 
academic areas, as well as their perceptions 
and experiences of safety and violence in their 
schools and communities. 

I applaud Girls Inc. of Alameda County for 
initiating and completing the Girls Research 
Project. I am confident the research findings 
will provide valuable guidance for families, 
educators, health care professionals, policy-
makers, and the myriad organizations focused 
on the health and well-being of teenage girls.

f 

TRIBUTE TO GARY VIKAN 

HON. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay special tribute to Gary Vikan as he cele-
brates 10 years as Director of the Walters Art 
Museum in Baltimore. The Walters Art Mu-
seum is one of the most important cultural in-
stitutions in Baltimore. It is loved and cher-
ished by the thousands and thousands of peo-
ple who visit it every year. 

During the 19th and early 20th centuries, 
William Thompson Walters and his son, 
Henry, collected nearly 22,000 works of art, 
building the foundation for what would later 
become the Walters Art Museum. The mu-
seum was first opened to the public in 1934. 
In 1974, a new, larger wing opened on the 
corner of Centre and Cathedral streets. In 
1991, the museum opened another building, 
the Hackerman House, to hold much of its 
Asian art collection. 

Since taking the helm of the Walters in 
1994, Mr. Vikan has presided over a major 
renovation of the museum and expansion of 
its collection. As Director, he helped raise $3 
million to renovate the Centre Street building, 
and another $8 million to reinstall the Renais-
sance and Baroque collections. During his ten-
ure, the museum’s endowment has grown 
from $38 million to $60 million, and its mem-
bership has increased by more than 60 per-
cent. 

He has been responsible for securing three 
major collections: the John and Berthe Ford 
Collection of Arts of India, Nepal and Tibet; 
the Austen-Stokes Foundation Collection of 
the Arts of the Ancient Americans (10 year 
loan); and the Doris Duke Charitable Founda-
tion Collection of South-East Asian Art. Be-
tween 1995 and 2003, Mr. Vikan assembled 
the finest collection of Ethiopian art outside 
Ethiopia. 

The Walters is internationally renowned for 
its vast collection that ranges from predynastic 
Egypt to 20th century Europe. The many 
treasures in the collection include Greek 
sculptures and Roman sarcophagi; medieval 
ivories and Old Master paintings; Art Deco 
jewelry and 19th century masterpieces. 

I hope my colleagues in the U.S. House of 
Representatives will join me in saluting Gary 
Vikan, Director of the Walters Art Museum, as 
we all celebrate and applaud 10 years of out-
standing leadership and vision.

f 

HUMAN RIGHTS CRISIS IN 
AZERBAIJAN 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on January 23, 
2004, Human Rights Watch (HRW) released a 
dramatic report on the human rights situation 
in Azerbaijan, our ally in the war on terrorism. 
HRW contends that Azerbaijan is experiencing 
its gravest human rights crisis since it gained 
its independence from the Soviet Union. The 
report depicts rape, electric shock, severe 
beatings and forced confessions as routine 
weapons of the government against the sup-
porters of the political opposition. 

Mr. Speaker, according to the HRW report, 
‘‘In the aftermath of the election, nearly 1,000 
people were arrested, among them opposition 
leaders, local opposition party members, activ-
ists of nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) 
who supported the opposition, journalists, and 
election officials and observers who chal-
lenged the fraud.’’ To date, many opposition 
leaders and their supporters remain in deten-
tion with no legal representation. Reports of 
firings from jobs and police harassment are 
widespread throughout the country, and the 
government of Azerbaijan is making few at-
tempts to hide its efforts to crush the opposi-
tion permanently. 

Heidar Aliev ruled Azerbaijan with an iron 
fist for years, even before the country 
achieved independence. Last summer it began 
to become apparent that, due to ill health, he 
would be unable to run for re-election. With 
this development, many in Azerbaijan had 

high hopes that they would finally be able to 
participate in free and fair elections. The 
democratic forces were also buoyed by the 
fact that Azerbaijan became a member of the 
Council of Europe and that the intense scru-
tiny of the international community would 
usher in a new era of democracy and respect 
for human rights in the country. These hopes 
were crushed by the government’s well-orga-
nized campaign to ensure the succession of 
President Aliev’s son, Ilham Aliev, to the presi-
dency despite the efforts of a sizeable inter-
national election monitoring team. After Aliev’s 
‘‘landslide victory,’’ the government unleashed 
a brutal campaign against the opposition with-
out any high-level protest from the inter-
national community, including the United 
States. 

Last October, I wrote a letter to the Under 
Secretary for European and Eurasian Affairs, 
Ambassador A. Elizabeth Jones, and later 
published an op-ed in the Christian Science 
Monitor, asking the Bush administration to 
hold Aliev’s feet to the fire on democracy 
issues. I believe that Azerbaijan, a secular 
majority-Muslim country, could have been an 
example of pro-American democracy in the 
Caucasus and Central Asia. Instead, the peo-
ple of Azerbaijan are governed by the first 
post-Soviet dynastic transfer of power, setting 
a negative example throughout the region and 
adversely affecting U.S. national security. If 
the Bush administration takes a strong stance 
on the post-election crackdown in Azerbaijan, 
it will reinforce its commitment to spreading 
democracy and respect for human rights 
worldwide.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO MRS. ANNE 
B. RAWLINGS 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise before you 
today with a heavy heart to pay tribute to the 
life of a remarkable woman from North 
Egremont, Massachusetts. Mrs. Anne 
Rawlings recently passed away at the age of 
eighty-one. She was a beloved figure and as 
her family and friends mourn her loss, I think 
it is appropriate that we take the time to rec-
ognize her many contributions here today. 

Throughout her accomplished life, Anne was 
a patriot, mother, and wife. She joined the 
Army, where she served with the Women’s Air 
Force Service Pilots, and helped to train fellow 
aviators in aerial gunnery. She was also a 
mother and was able to remain at home to 
help raise two children and take care of var-
ious family pets. Anne also enjoyed other ac-
tivities such as reading, sewing, and picture 
puzzles and was an active member of St. 
James Episcopal Church in Great Barrington, 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to rise before 
this body of Congress and this nation to pay 
tribute to the life of Anne Rawlings. Anne was 
a true patriot, loving mother and wife who cer-
tainly had an impact on all who were fortunate 
to know her. I am honored to pay tribute for 
such a wonderful life and my heart goes out 
to her loved ones during this difficult time of 
bereavement.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RODNEY ALEXANDER 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I was re-
grettably unable to cast votes on Tuesday, 
January 28 and Wednesday, January 29, 
2004, as I was part of a congressional delega-
tion visiting our troops in Iraq. Had I been 
present, I would have cast the following votes: 

‘‘Yes’’ on Roll Call No. 6, passage of H.R. 
1385, authorizing the U.S. Postal Service to 
issue stamps supporting breast cancer re-
search; 

‘‘Yes’’ on Roll Call No. 7, passage of H.R. 
3493, the Medical Devices Technical Correc-
tions Act; 

‘‘Yes’’ on Roll Call No. 8, the Baldwin sub-
stitute to S. 1920, regarding the extension of 
chapter 12 of the Federal Bankruptcy Code; 

‘‘Yes’’ on Roll Call No. 9, the motion to re-
commit S. 1920 with instructions; 

‘‘Yes’’ on Roll Call No. 10, final passage of 
S. 1920, regarding the extension of chapter 12 
of the Federal Bankruptcy Code; 

‘‘No’’ on Roll Call No. 11, motion to instruct 
conferees on S. 1920, regarding the extension 
of chapter 12 of the Federal Bankruptcy Code.

f 

H.R. 3108—THE PENSION FUNDING 
EQUITY ACT 

HON. GENE GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge Congress to quit playing politics 
with the pensions of American workers. This 
country faces a pension funding crisis in des-
perate need of the temporary fix provided in 
the Pension Funding Equity Act. Both cham-
bers of Congress passed H.R. 3108 over-
whelmingly, and both the House and the Sen-
ate should work in the same bi-partisan fash-
ion in conference to produce a bill that can 
quickly be sent to the President. 

By no means should we simply ignore the 
partisanship and lack of good will that has per-
meated Congress in recent years and thwart-
ed legislative progress. But we also shouldn’t 
address that larger issue by holding hostage 
the pensions of hard working Americans. 

All of us agree that the new rate for calcu-
lating pensions must ensure that they are ade-
quately funded. But the fact of the matter is, 
we need a temporary fix now, both to protect 
our pensions and ensure that we don’t act 
hastily in determining the final rate. 

Mr. Speaker, our workers are relying on us 
to pass H.R. 3108 quickly. The temporary 
funding formula expired at the beginning of 
this year. And if we don’t act now, by April 1, 
companies will be forced to add inflated 
amounts to their pension plans, a risky re-
quirement that could force many companies 
into bankruptcy. 

I would also encourage my colleagues on 
the conference committee to include Senate-
passed language that addresses multi-em-
ployer plans. These plans are entered into 
through collective bargaining agreements be-
tween unrelated employers. Multi-employer 

plans are crucial to employees of small busi-
nesses because the collaborative agreements 
allow small employers to provide defined ben-
efit plans. These plans also provide employ-
ees with portable pensions as they move from 
job to job within the same industry. 

The Senate language would provide the 
temporary relief that multi-employer plans 
need to address any funding problems and 
ensure that these important, flexible pension 
plans remain available to America’s workers. 

Now is the time to pass this pension legisla-
tion. We literally can’t afford not to. The Pen-
sion Benefit Guaranty Corp. can’t afford to 
take on additional pensions. American cor-
porations can’t afford to make inflated pay-
ments. And, most importantly, our American 
workers can’t afford to lose their pensions. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s end the political games 
and pass this temporary fix to give us the time 
and flexibility we need to set a permanent re-
placement for the 30 year Treasury bond rate.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO GREGORIO 
LAMBERT 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
sadness that I rise today to pay respect to the 
passing of Gregorio Lambert, who died just 
four days after his 83rd birthday. Gregorio was 
a valued member of the Pueblo, Colorado 
community for close to 20 years. As his family 
mourns his loss, I think it is appropriate to pay 
tribute to the contributions Gregorio made to 
the veteran community of Colorado and his 
great service to this nation. 

Gregorio Lambert grew up in Texas and 
served in the Army during World War II. 
Gregorio participated in the Normandy inva-
sion and was held captive as a Prisoner of 
War in Germany for a year. After receiving an 
honorary discharge, he returned to Texas and 
married his wife of 57 years, Flora, later mov-
ing to Pueblo in 1985 to raise his family of 
three sons. Gregorio will be remembered as a 
valued member of the Pueblo Veterans Ritual 
Team, which provided assurance that our 
great veterans receive proper funeral arrange-
ments. He helped put many hearts and minds 
at ease in the mourning of their loved ones. In 
addition to this gracious duty, Gregorio was a 
lifetime member of the San Isabel Chapter of 
the Disabled American Veterans and the Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars. 

Mr. Speaker, Gregorio Lambert was a well-
respected member of his community, who un-
selfishly spent his time honoring his fellow vet-
erans and their families. I am honored to take 
this time to pay tribute to this great patriot 
today and I would like to extend my thoughts 
and deepest sympathies to Gregorio’s family 
and friends during this difficult time of be-
reavement.

CONGRATULATING THE HONOR-
ABLE OTHA LEE BIGGS ON RE-
CEIPT OF THE DR. R.F. HENRY 
OUTSTANDING SERVICE AWARD 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride and pleasure that I rise to honor the 
Honorable Otha Lee Biggs, Judge of Probate 
for Monroe County, Alabama, on the occasion 
of his being honored by the Coosa-Alabama 
River Improvement Association. For the past 
thirty years, he has served this organization 
with a high level of commitment and dedica-
tion to the success of waterways systems in 
the State of Alabama, traits that also extend to 
the service he has provided for the families 
which he has been elected to serve and rep-
resent. 

Judge Biggs first joined CARIA in 1970, fol-
lowing his first election to the position of 
Judge of Probate and chairman of the Monroe 
County Commission. In the three decades 
since that time, he has made thirty-three con-
secutive annual trips to Washington, D.C., to 
meet with members of Alabama’s congres-
sional delegation to advocate for the interests 
of critical river projects and solicit funding for 
their completion. His tireless work on behalf of 
this organization has resulted in his being 
awarded CARIA’s prestigious Dr. R.F. Henry 
Outstanding Service Award. 

His tremendous work ethic and dedication 
have also been strongly evident in his commit-
ment to economic development in his home 
county. Following his election in 1970, Judge 
Biggs immediately set about working to make 
Monroe County a shining example of growth in 
South Alabama. Through his efforts and work 
as both an elected official and unofficial am-
bassador for the residents of his area, Judge 
Biggs and the members of the county commis-
sion secured commitments from several large-
scale corporations and businesses to build, re-
locate, or expand already existing facilities in 
Monroe County. Numbered among these are 
Alabama River Pulp, FDR Plastics, Stayfast, 
Inc., Vanity Fair Intimates, and B&B Cabinet 
Doors, LLC. As a result of his work and the 
work of everyone involved in the county’s eco-
nomic development program, Monroe County 
at one time led the entire State of Alabama in 
new job creation. 

In addition to Monroe County’s economic 
life, Judge Biggs has also been instrumental in 
helping that area preserve and promote its 
strong literary and historic heritage. As the 
birthplace and home of such internationally 
known writers as Nelle Harper Lee, Truman 
Capote, and Mark Childress, Monroe County 
has been firmly established as the ‘‘Literary 
Capital of Alabama,’’ and Otha Lee Biggs has 
done tremendous work to ensure this reputa-
tion extends beyond county and state lines 
and reaches an international audience. In re-
cent years, the number of tourists visiting the 
area has increased exponentially as a result of 
the significant amount of publicity, both nation-
ally and globally, that the county has received. 
Additionally, he was instrumental in the cre-
ation of annual performances of the stage ad-
aptation of Miss Lee’s To Kill a Mockingbird, 
and his work on behalf of the county museum 
and theater troupe has resulted in the produc-
tion securing permission to perform on stage 
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at the Kennedy Center in Washington, D.C., 
and at festivals in Great Britain and Israel. 

Finally, he served for many years on the 
board of trustees for the University of South 
Alabama and fought tirelessly for the interests 
of the thousands of students, faculty mem-
bers, and staff who have been involved in the 
life of that institution since its founding in the 
early 1960s. 

Mr. Speaker, during my twenty years of 
work in the House of Representative, both as 
a staffer and now as the representative for 
Alabama’s First Congressional District, I have 
met few public servants as committed and 
dedicated to the well-being of their community 
as Judge Otha Lee Biggs. With a tenacity and 
work ethic matched only by his kindness and 
generosity, he truly represents the finest ex-
ample of both a southern gentleman and fine 
public servant. I have certainly learned a great 
deal from him during our many years of asso-
ciation, and have during that time been proud 
and deeply honored to develop a strong 
friendship with him. Monroe County and, in-
deed, all of South Alabama have benefited 
greatly from his experience and wisdom, and 
he has been a great friend to many people. 

Along with his many friends and colleagues, 
not only in the Coosa-Alabama River Improve-
ment Association but throughout the State of 
Alabama, I wish to extend to Judge Otha Lee 
Biggs my warmest congratulations on the re-
ceipt of the Dr. R.F. Henry Outstanding Serv-
ice Award.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE RIFLE 
AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to 
rise and pay tribute to the Rifle Area Chamber 
of Commerce in Rifle, Colorado. The Chamber 
recently celebrated 50 years of service to the 
City of Rifle, and it is my honor to call the at-
tention of my colleagues and this nation to all 
that the Chamber does for the citizens of Rifle. 

The Chamber has a strong tradition of ex-
cellent leadership and a dedicated staff. Since 
its inception, the Chamber has focused on the 
organization and health of Rifle’s economy 
and its able and dedicated staff members al-
ways greet each citizen with a smile. In addi-
tion to its traditional activities, the Rifle Cham-
ber of Commerce has always gone beyond 
the call of duty to be involved in the commu-
nity. This anniversary celebration also marks a 
milestone for the only remaining charter mem-
ber since 1954, John Scalzo. John’s service to 
the chamber and to the city of Rifle has been 
much appreciated and invaluable, and I know 
the community is thankful for his service. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to rise and 
pay tribute to the Rifle Area Chamber of Com-
merce. The Chamber works tirelessly for the 
betterment of the city of Rifle and I am hon-
ored to pay tribute to its contributions today. 
Congratulations on your anniversary and keep 
up the hard work.

TRIBUTE TO PRIVATE FIRST 
CLASS LUIS A. MORENO 

HON. JOSÉ E. SERRANO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the memory of Private First Class Luis 
Moreno, a Dominican American who gave his 
life while serving our country in Iraq. 

Pfc. Moreno, who was only 19 years old, 
was born in the Dominican Republic but immi-
grated to this country with his family in 1991 
in search of a better life. Hoping one day to 
serve as a police officer, Pfc. Moreno made 
the courageous decision to dedicate his life to 
protecting the lives of others. 

Pfc. Moreno enlisted in the Army shortly 
after graduating from Taft High School in the 
Bronx. He had been deployed in Baghdad for 
only three months with the Army’s 1st Ar-
mored Division before his untimely death. 

Mr. Speaker, I was inspired by this young 
man’s courage and conviction and sadly re-
minded of the high cost of war. Pfc. Moreno, 
like so many other young soldiers made the 
ultimate sacrifice for his country. As we mourn 
the life of this brave soldier, let us remember 
the sacrifices of all our service members and 
work to ensure that their heroic deeds are 
never forgotten. 

For his heroism and service to his country, 
I ask my colleagues to join me in mourning 
the loss of Pfc. Luis Moreno.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably absent from this Chamber on Janu-
ary 21, 2004. I would like the record to show 
that, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on roll call vote number 4. 

I was also unavoidably absent from this 
Chamber on January 28, 2004. I would like 
the record to show that, had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on roll call numbers 
8, 9 and 11. I would also like the record to 
show that I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on roll call 
number 10.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO HELEN 
HAVERSTRAW 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I rise today to pay tribute to a truly 
remarkable woman who resides from my dis-
trict, Helen Haverstraw. Helen resides in 
Bayfield, Colorado and has been an active 
member of her community and her church for 
many years. Helen is a gracious individual and 
inspires those around her and I am honored to 
praise her accomplishments today. 

Helen celebrated her 100th birthday on De-
cember 12th. She was born in 1903 in West 

Virginia on a farm during the Teddy Roosevelt 
era. The farm produced tomatoes, corn and 
other crops and her father would travel six 
miles to get into town to sell the fruits of his 
labor. Helen went on to become valedictorian 
of her high school. She married Ted 
Haverstraw in 1928 and they raised their 
daughters in West Virginia. Following a series 
of moves in the 1980’s and early 90’s, she re-
turned to Colorado, where she continues to re-
side. 

Mr. Speaker, Helen Haverstraw has lived a 
long and active life. She attributes her lon-
gevity to her abstaining from harmful products 
and a positive attitude. Helen’s personality and 
willingness to help others have led her to the 
exceptional milestone she celebrates this year. 
Congratulations on your 100th birthday Helen, 
and I wish you all the best in your future 
endeavors.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MIKE McINTYRE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, on Wednes-
day, January 27, 2004, I was unavoidably ab-
sent due to inclement weather for roll call vote 
6 on passage of H.R 1385, and roll call vote 
7 on passage of H.R. 3493. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on roll call 
votes 6 and 7. 

Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, January 28, 
2004, I was unavoidably absent due to inclem-
ent weather for roll call vote 8 on passage of 
the Baldwin amendment; roll call vote 9 on the 
Schakowsky motion to recommit; roll call vote 
10 on final passage of S. 1920; and roll call 
vote 11 on the motion to instruct conferees. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on roll call votes 8, 9, 10, and 11.

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO PEGGIE 
FORD 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to 
rise and pay tribute to a remarkable woman 
from my district. Peggie Ford from Grand 
Junction, Colorado recently returned from a 
trip to Venezuela where she and a team of 
volunteers performed volunteer medical work 
for underprivileged children. Peggie’s altruistic 
dedication to those less fortunate than herself 
is certainly deserving of recognition and it is 
my honor to call her acts to the attention of 
this body of Congress and our Nation here 
today. 

Peggie is a surgery nurse with Saint Mary’s 
Hospital in Grand Junction. She traveled to 
Venezuela as a member of a team of volun-
teers organized by Rotaplast International, a 
non-profit organization dedicated to providing 
medical help to underprivileged people 
throughout the world. This was Peggie’s sec-
ond trip to provide medical services to the 
needy. On the first, she traveled to Chile, 
where she assisted in numerous beneficial 
surgeries for those in need. 
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During her recent trip to Venezuela, Peggie 

and her team worked tirelessly to provide re-
constructive surgery to children with cleft pal-
ates. Fueled by their intense desire to help, 
the team performed surgeries for 11 straight 
days. Each morning, they began work at dawn 
and continued late into the night. Those who 
received the surgery were eternally grateful 
and truly had their lives enhanced by the self-
less dedication of the volunteer medical pro-
fessionals. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to rise and pay 
tribute to Peggie Ford. It is truly a remarkable 
person that is willing to spend their vacation 
time to travel across the world to employ their 
talents for the betterment of others. Peggie is 
the embodiment of all that makes this country 
great and it is my honor to rise and pay tribute 
to her selfless contributions.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ELTON GALLEGLY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, 
January 27, I was unable to vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass, as amend-
ed, H.R. 1385, to extend the provision of Title 
39, United States Code, under which the 
United States Postal Service is authorized to 
issue a special postage stamp to benefit 
breast cancer research (roll call vote 6); and 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass, 
as amended, H.R. 3493, the Medical Devices 
Technical Corrections Act (roll call vote 7). 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on both measures. 

Similarly, Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, Jan-
uary 28, I was unable to vote on the Baldwin 
substitute amendment to S. 1920 (roll call vote 
8); and on the motion to recommit with instruc-
tions the bill S. 1920 (roll call vote 9). Had I 

been present, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on 
both measures. Further, Mr. Speaker, I was 
unable to vote on final passage of S. 1920, to 
extend for 6 months the period for which 
chapter 12 of Title 11 of the United States 
Code is reenacted (roll call vote 10). Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ And, 
finally, Mr. Speaker, I was unable to vote on 
the motion to instruct conferees on S. 1920 
(roll call vote 11). Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘nay.’’

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO DON 
JOHNSON 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
heavy heart that I rise before you today to pay 
tribute to the life of a remarkable life of a man 
from my district. Don Johnson from Aspen, 
Colorado passed away recently at the age of 
68. Don was devoted to his wife and children, 
and will also be remembered for his commit-
ment to the Aspen community. 

Don will be remembered as a pioneer in the 
ski industry of Colorado. Throughout his 37 
year career, it is estimated that he created 
and blazed more than 70 of the trails that ski-
ers run every season. Don will also be re-
membered as a devoted husband who, with 
his wife Janet, raised four sons. Along with 
helping to raise his family, he also ran his 
mountain with skill and fortitude. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to rise before 
this body of Congress to pay tribute to the life 
of Don Johnson. Don was a husband, father, 
and friend to many who made a tremendous 
impact that will be felt for generations to 
come. The Aspen community, and State of 
Colorado, will truly miss Don. My heart goes 

out to his loved ones during this difficult time 
of bereavement.

f 

INTRODUCING THE FLU 
PREVENTION ACT OF 2004

HON. RAHM EMANUEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to 
introduce the Flu Prevention Act of 2004 with 
my colleagues Mr. SHIMKUS, Ms. DEGETTE and 
Mr. ENGEL. This bill takes important steps to 
ensure that the widespread vaccine shortages 
of this flu season, which resulted in the deaths 
of 110 children will not occur in the future. The 
bill is an identical companion to bipartisan 
Senate legislation, introduced by Senators 
BAYH, CRAIG, LANDRIEU, and DURBIN. 

This bill uses a multifaceted approach to en-
sure adequate flu vaccine supply and educate 
American families about the importance of the 
vaccine. It provides tax incentives for vaccine 
manufacturers to expand their production ca-
pacities. It also allows the Centers for Disease 
Control to share the financial risk of vaccine 
overproduction with vaccine manufacturers, so 
as to eliminate the current financial incentive 
to under-produce vaccine. 

Additionally, the Flu Prevention Act provides 
funding for and requires CDC to implement a 
protocol if the flu reaches epidemic or pan-
demic levels. It establishes a public aware-
ness campaign to provide education and out-
reach efforts on the importance of receiving 
the vaccine, which populations should receive 
the vaccine, and vaccine safety. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my colleagues to 
support this legislation as a strong preventa-
tive measure to protect our nation’s children 
from future flu outbreaks. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 05:23 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A03FE8.060 E03PT1



D50

Tuesday, February 3, 2004

Daily Digest
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S383–S547
Measures Introduced: Three bills and one resolu-
tion were introduced, as follows: S. 2048–2050, and 
S. Res. 296.                                                                     Page S541

Measures Passed: 
Senate Adjournments and Recesses: Senate 

agreed to S. Res. 296, relating to Senate adjourn-
ments and recesses.                                                      Page S384

Safe Transportation Equity Act: Senate agreed to 
the motion to proceed to consideration of S. 1072, 
to authorize funds for Federal-aid highways, highway 
safety programs, and transit programs, and then 
began consideration of the bill.                Pages S393–S527

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

Committee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute was modified.                                          Pages S506–09

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for consideration of the bill at 1 p.m., on 
Wednesday, February 4, 2004.                             Page S545

Escort Committee—Agreement: A unanimous-
consent agreement was reached providing that the 
President of the Senate be authorized to appoint a 
committee on the part of the Senate to join with a 
like committee on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives to escort His Excellency, Jose Maria 
Aznar, President of the Government of Spain, into 

the House Chamber for the joint meeting on 
Wednesday, February 4, 2004.                             Page S545

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Jerald S. Paul, of Florida, to be Principal Deputy 
Administrator, National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration. (New Position) 

Craig A. Kelly, of California, to be Ambassador to 
the Republic of Chile. 

Matthew G. Whitaker, of Iowa, to be United 
States Attorney for the Southern District of Iowa for 
the term of four years.                                               Page S547

Messages From the House:                                 Page S538

Executive Communications:                       Pages S538–41

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                      Pages S541–45

Additional Statements:                                          Page S538

Authority for Committees to Meet:               Page S545

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:45 a.m., and 
adjourned at 6:18 p.m., until 1 p.m., on Wednes-
day, February 4, 2004. (For Senate’s program, see 
the remarks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record 
on pages S545–47.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

No committee meetings were held.
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House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Measures Introduced: 11 public bills, 
H.R.3752–3762; and 6 resolutions, H. Con. Res. 
355–356, and H. Res. 510–512, 514, were intro-
duced.                                                                                 Page H303

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H303–305

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H. Res. 412, honoring the men and women of the 

Drug Enforcement Administration on the occasion of 
its 30th Anniversary (H. Rept. 108–409); 

H. Res. 56, supporting the goals of the Japanese 
American, German American, and Italian American 
communities in recognizing a National Day of Re-
membrance to increase public awareness of the 
events surrounding the restriction, exclusion, and in-
ternment of individuals and families during World 
War II (H. Rept. 108–410); 

H.R. 3095, to amend title 4, United States Code, 
to make sure the rules of etiquette for flying the flag 
of the United States do not preclude the flying of 
flags at half mast when ordered by city and local of-
ficials, amended (H. Rept. 108–411); 

H. Res. 513, providing for consideration of H.R. 
3030, to amend the Community Services Block 
Grant Act to provide for quality improvements (H. 
Rept. 108–412); 

H. Res. 499, requesting the President and direct-
ing the Secretary of State, the Secretary of Defense, 
and the Attorney General to transmit to the House 
of Representatives not later than 14 days after the 
date of the adoption of this resolution documents in 
the possession of the President and those officials re-
lating to the disclosure of the identity and employ-
ment of Ms. Valerie Plame, adversely (H. Rept. 
108–413, Pt. 1); and 

Everything Secret Degenerates: The FBI’s Use of 
Murderers as Informants (H. Rept. 108–414). 
                                                                                    Pages H302–303

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Renzi to act as Speaker pro 
tempore for today.                                                       Page H251

Recess: The House recessed at 1:11 p.m. and recon-
vened at 2 p.m.                                                             Page H255

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and passing the following measures: 

Sense of the House on the anniversary of the Co-
lumbia Space Shuttle accident: H. Res. 507, ex-
pressing the profound sorrow of the House of Rep-
resentatives on the anniversary of the accident that 
cost the crew of the Space Shuttle Columbia their 

lives, and extending heartfelt sympathy to their fam-
ilies, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 397 yeas with none 
voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 12;                 Pages H258–63, H276

Sense of the House regarding individuals held as 
prisoners of conscience by the Chinese Government: 
H. Res. 157, expressing the sense of the House of 
Representatives regarding several individuals who are 
being held as prisoners of conscience by the Chinese 
Government for their involvement in efforts to end 
the Chinese occupation of Tibet, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay 
vote of 398 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 
13;                                                              Pages H263–67, H276–77

Congo Basin Forest Partnership Act of 2003: 
Agreed to the Senate amendments to H.R. 2264, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2004 to carry 
out the Congo Basin Forest Partnership program—
clearing the measure for the President;    Pages H267–70

Recognizing the 93rd birthday of Ronald 
Reagan: H.J. Res. 84, recognizing the 93rd birthday 
of Ronald Reagan, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 394 
yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’ and 5 voting ‘‘present’’, 
Roll No. 14;                                         Pages H270–72, H277–78

Honoring John Stockton: H. Res. 274, honoring 
John Stockton for an outstanding career, congratu-
lating him on his retirement, and thanking him for 
his contributions to basketball, to the State of Utah, 
and to the Nation; and                                     Pages H272–74

Energy Efficient Housing Technical Correction 
Act: H.R. 3724, to amend section 220 of the Na-
tional Housing Act to make a technical correction to 
restore allowable increases in the maximum mort-
gage limits for FHA-insured mortgages for multi-
family housing projects to cover increased costs of 
installing a solar energy system or residential energy 
conservation measures.                                       Pages H274–75

NASA Workforce Flexibility Act Technical Cor-
rections Act: The House agreed to H. Con. Res. 
354, to correct technical errors in the enrollment of 
S. 610, to amend the provisions of title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for workforce flexibilities and 
certain Federal personnel provisions relating to the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration. 
                                                                                              Page H263

Recess: The House recessed at 4:17 p.m. and recon-
vened at 6:30 p.m.                                                      Page H275

Consideration of House Resolutions: Agreed that 
it be in order at any time on Wednesday, February 
4, 2004 for the Majority Leader or his designee to 
call up the following resolutions: H. Res. 493, H. 
Res. 496, H. Res. 497, H. Res. 498, H. Res. 511, 
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H. Res. 512, and H. Con. Res. 355 and that each 
resolution be considered as read and the previous 
question be considered as ordered to final adoption 
without intervening motion except one hour of gen-
eral debate and one motion to recommit.       Page H275

Recess: The House recessed at 7:10 p.m. and recon-
vened at 8:13 p.m.                                                      Page H278

Message from the Clerk: Read a letter from the 
Clerk of the House notifying the House that he re-
ceived a message from the President on Monday, 
February 2, containing the Budget of the United 
States Government for Fiscal Year 2005. 
                                                                                      Pages H257–58

Presidential Message: The Speaker laid before the 
House a communication from the President wherein 
he transmitted to Congress the Budget of the United 
States Government for Fiscal Year 2005—referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered print-
ed (H. Doc 108–146).                                               Page H257

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
today appears on page H251. 
Senate Referrals: S. 1879 was referred to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.                       Page H297

Amendments: Amendments printed pursuant to the 
rule appear on page H305–309. 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of the House today 
and appear on pages H276, H276–77, and 
H277–78. There were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 12:30 p.m. and 
adjourned at 11:07 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
PRESIDENT’S BUDGET FISCAL YEAR 2005
Committee on the Budget: Held a hearing on the Presi-
dent’s Budget for Fiscal Year 2005. Testimony was 
heard from Joshua B. Bolten, Director, OMB; N. 
Gregory Mankiw, Chairman, Council of Economic 
Advisers; and a public witness. 

EFFECTIVE STRATEGIES AGAINST 
TERRORISM 
Committee on Government Reform: Subcommittee on 
National Security, Emerging Threats and Inter-
national Relations held a hearing on Effective Strate-
gies Against Terrorism. Testimony was heard from 
Randall Yim, Managing Director, Homeland Secu-
rity and Justice Team, GAO; Ilana Kass, Professor, 
Military Strategy and Operations, National War Col-
lege, Department of Defense; and public witnesses. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT EFFORTS WITHIN 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism, and Homeland Security held an oversight 
hearing entitled ‘‘Law Enforcement Efforts within 
the Department of Homeland Security.’’ Testimony 
was heard from the following officials of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security: W. Ralph Basham, Di-
rector, U.S. Secret Service; Adm. Thomas H. Collins, 
USCG, Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard; and Mi-
chael Garcia, Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement. 

IMPROVING THE COMMUNITY SERVICES 
BLOCK GRANT ACT 
Committee on Rules: Granted, by voice vote, a modi-
fied open rule providing 1 hour of general debate on 
H.R. 3030, Improving the Community Services 
Block Grant Act of 2003. The rule provides that the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce now printed in the bill shall be consid-
ered as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment, and shall be considered as read. The rule 
makes in order only those amendments to the com-
mittee amendment that are pre-printed in the Con-
gressional Record or are pro forma amendments for 
the purpose of debate. The rule provides that each 
amendment printed in the Congressional Record 
may be offered only by the Member who caused it 
to be printed or a designee, and that each amend-
ment shall be considered as read. Finally, the rule 
provides one motion to recommit with or without 
instructions. Testimony was heard from Chairman 
Boehner and Representatives Osborne and Woolsey. 

PRESIDENT’S BUDGET PROPOSALS FISCAL 
YEAR 2005
Committee on Ways and Means: Held a hearing on the 
President’s Budget Proposals for fiscal year 2005. 
Testimony was heard from John W. Snow, Secretary 
of the Treasury. 
f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 4, 2004

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Armed Services: to hold hearings to examine 

the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2005 
and the future years defense program; and to hold a busi-
ness meeting to consider the nominations of Lawrence T. 
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Di Rita, of Michigan, to be an Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Public Affairs, and Francis J. Harvey, of Cali-
fornia, to be an Assistant Secretary of Defense for Net-
works and Information Integration, and certain other 
pending military nominations, 9:30 a.m., 2118 RHOB. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: busi-
ness meeting to consider the proposed Federal Public 
Transportation Act, 10 a.m., S–219, Capitol. 

Committee on Governmental Affairs: to hold hearings to 
examine workforce issues relating to preserving a strong 
United States Postal Service, 2 p.m., 2154 RHOB. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Com-

merce, Justice, State, Judiciary and Related Agencies, on 
Public Diplomacy, 9 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Committee on Armed Services, hearing on the Fiscal Year 
2005 National Defense Authorization Budget Request 
from the Department of Defense, 1 p.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Budget, hearing on the Department of 
the Treasury Budget Priorities Fiscal Year 2005, 2 p.m., 
210 Cannon. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, to consider pending 
Committee business; followed by markup of H.R. 3658, 
Stroke Treatment and Ongoing Prevention Act, 10 a.m., 
2123 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Telecommunications and the Inter-
net, hearing entitled ‘‘The Current State of Competition 
in the Communications Marketplace,’’ 1:15 p.m., 2322 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, Subcommittee on Capital 
Markets, Insurance, and Government Sponsored Enter-
prises, hearing entitled ‘‘The Role of Attorneys in Cor-
porate Governance,’’ 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Government Reform, Subcommittee on Gov-
ernment Efficiency and Financial Management, oversight 
hearing entitled ‘‘Should We Part Ways with GPRA?’’ 2 
p.m., 2247 Rayburn. 

Committee on International Relations, to consider pending 
Committee business; followed by a hearing on L Visas: 
Losing Jobs Through Laissez-Faire Policies? 1 p.m., 2172 
Rayburn. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Courts, the 
Internet, and Intellectual Property, hearing on H.R. 
3754, Fraudulent Online Identity Sanctions Act, 10 a.m., 
2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Resources, Subcommittee on Energy and 
Mineral Resources, oversight hearing entitled ‘‘The Im-
pact of Science on Public Policy,’’ 2 p.m., 1324 Long-
worth. 

Subcommittee on Forests and Forest Health, oversight 
hearing on Issues Affecting Jobs in the Forest Industry, 
2 p.m., 1334 Longworth. 

Committee on Science, to mark up the following: H.R. 
912, Charles ‘‘Pete’’ Conrad Astronomy Awards Act; 
H.R. 1292, Remote Sensing Applications Act of 2003; 
H.R. 3389, to amend the Stevenson-Wydler Technology 
Innovation Act of 1980 to permit Malcolm Baldridge 
National Quality Awards to be made to nonprofit organi-
zations; H.R. 3551, Surface Transportation Research and 
Development Act of 2004; the Commercial Space Launch 
Amendments Act of 2004; and H. Con. Res. 189, Cele-
brating the 50th anniversary of the International Geo-
physical Year (IGY) and supporting an International Geo-
physical Year–2 (IGY–2) in 2007–08, 10 a.m., and 1 
p.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, hearing on the Adminis-
tration’s proposed Fiscal Year 2005 budget for the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, 9:30 a.m., 334 Cannon. 

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, Subcommittee 
on Intelligence Policy and National Security, executive, 
briefing on Global Intelligence Update, 10 a.m., H–405 
Capitol. 

Select Committee on Homeland Security, hearing entitled 
‘‘The Homeland Security Advisory System: Improving 
Preparedness through Effective Warning,’’ 12:30 p.m., 
2175 Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

1 p.m., Wednesday, February 4

Senate Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of S. 1072, SAFE Transportation Equity Act. 

(At 10:40 a.m., Senate will meet to proceed to the House 
of Representatives for a Joint Meeting of Congress, to begin at 
11 a.m., to receive an address from Jose Maria Aznar, Presi-
dent of Spain.) 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Wednesday, February 4

House Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Joint Meeting of Congress to 
receive His Excellency Jose Maria Aznar, President of the 
Government of Spain. 

Consideration of H.R. 3030, Improving the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act of 2003 (modified open 
rule, one hour of general debate). 
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Serrano, José E., N.Y., E104
Scott, David, Ga., E94
Stark, Fortney Pete, Calif., E99, E100, E101
Waxman, Henry A., Calif., E100
Wilson, Heather, N.M., E99, E100

VerDate jul 14 2003 05:48 Feb 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 0664 Sfmt 0664 E:\CR\FM\D03FE4.REC D03FE4


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-15T16:53:30-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




